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Washington,  Thursday,  February  1,  1951 


TITLE  6— AGRICULTURAL  CREDIT 

Chopter  111 — Farmers  Home  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Agriculture 

Subchapter  B — Farm  Ownership  Loans 

Part  311 — Basic  Regulations  • 
Subpart  B — Loan  Limitations 

AVERAGE  VALUES  OF  FARMS  AND  INVESTMENT 

limits;  north  Dakota 

For  the  purposes  of  title  I  of  the 
Eankhead-Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act,  as 
amended,  the  average  value  of  efficient 
family-type  farm  -  management  units 
and  the  investment  limit  for  the  county 
identified  below  are  determined  to  be  as 
herein  set  forth.  The  average  value  and 
the  investment  limit  heretofore  estab¬ 
lished  for  said  county,  which  appear  in 
the  tabulations  of  average  values  and 
investment  limits  under  §  311.30,  Chap¬ 
ter  III,  Title  6  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  (13  F.  R.  9381),  are  hereby 
superseded  by  the  average  value  and  the 
investment  limit  set  forth  below  for  said 
county. 

North  Dakota 


Connty 

Average 

value 

Investment 

limit 

Ransom . . . 

$11,600 

$11,500 

(Sec.  41,  60  Stat.  1066;  7  U.  S.  C.,  1015.  Inter¬ 
prets  or  applies  secs.  3,  44,  60  Stat.  1074, 
1069;  7  U.  S.  C.,  1003,  1018) 

Issued  this  26th  day  of  January  1951. 

[seal]  Charles- F.  Brannan, 

Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1583;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 
8:51  a.  m.] 


Part  311 — Basic  Regulations 
Subpart  B — Loan  Limitations 

AVERAGE  VALUES  OF  FARMS  AND  INVESTMENT 
LIMITS;  OREGON 

For  the  purposes  of  title  I  of  the 
Bankhead- Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act,  as 
amended,  the  average  value  of  efficient 
family-type  farm-management  units 
and  the  investment  limit  for  the  county 
identified  below  are  determined  to  be  as 
herein  set  forth.  The  average  value  and 
the  investment  limit  heretofore  estab¬ 
lished  for  said  county,  which  appear  in 
the  tabulations  of  average  values  and 
investment  limits  under  §  311.30,  Chapter 


III,  Title  6  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lations  (13  F.  R.  9381) ,  are  hereby  super¬ 
seded  by  the  average  value  and  the 
investment  limit  set  forth  below  for  said 
county. 

Oregon 


County 

Average 

value 

Investment 

limit 

Jefferson . 

$18,000 

$12,000 

(Sec.  41,  60  Stat.  1066;  7  U.  S.  C.,  1015.  In¬ 
terprets  or  applies  secs.  3,  44,  60  Stat.  1074, 
1069;  7  U.  S.  C.  1003,  1018) 


Issued  this  26th  day  of  January  1951. 

[seal]  Charles  F.  Brannan, 
Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1584;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 
8:51  a.  m.] 


Part  311 — Basic  Regulations 
Subpart  B — Loan  Limitations 
average  values  of  farms  and  investment 

LIMITS;  WASHINGTON 

For  the  purposes  of  title  I  of  the  Bank- 
head-Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act,  as 
amended,  average  values  of  efficient  fam¬ 
ily-type  farm-management  units  and 
investment  limits  for  the  counties  identi¬ 
fied  below  are  determined  to  be  as  herein 
set  forth.  The  average  values  and  in¬ 
vestment  limits  heretofore  established 
for  said  counties,  which  appear  in  the 
tabulations  of  average  values  and  invest¬ 
ment  limits  under  §  311.30,  Chapter  III, 
Title  6  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  (13  F.  R.  9381),  are  hereby  super¬ 
seded  by  the  average  values  and  invest¬ 
ment  limits  set  forth  below  for  said 
counties. 

Washington 


County 

Average 

value 

Investment 

limit 

Grant................... _ 

$20,500 

19,000 

$12,000 

12,000 

Yakima _ _ _ _ _ 

(Sec.  41,  60  Stat.  1066;  7  U.  S.  C.  1015.  In¬ 
terprets  or  applies  secs.  3,  44,  60  Stat.  1074, 
1069;  7  U.  S.  C.  1003,  1018) 


Issued  this  26th  day  of  January  1951. 

[seal]  Charles  F.  Brannan, 
Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1585;  Filed,  Jan.  31.  1951; 
8:51  a.  m.] 
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TITLE  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  I — Production  and  Marketing 
Administration  (Standards,  Inspec¬ 
tions,  Marketing  Practices),  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture 

Part  37 — United  States  Scorched  Par¬ 
ticle  Standards  for  Dry  Milks 

On  December  13,  1950,  notice  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (F.  R. 
Doc.  50-11536;  15  F.  R.  8827)  regarding 
proposed  United  States  Scorched  Par¬ 
ticle  Standards  for  Dried  Milks  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  Appropriation 
Act,  1951  (Pub.  Law  759,  81st  Cong.,  ap¬ 
proved  Sept.  6,  1950).  After  considera¬ 
tion  of  all  relevant  matters  presented, 
including  the  proposals  in  the  aforesaid 
notice,  the  standards  hereinafter  set 
forth  are  promulgated  with  respect  to 
scorched  particle  standards  for  dry 
milks  (i.  e.,  “dried  milks”  as  described 
in  aforesaid  notice). 

Since  the  term  “dry  milks”  has  been 
generally  used  and  accepted  by  the  dairy 
industry,  such  term  is  employed  in  lieu 
of  “dried  milks.”  The  promulgation  of 
these  standards  will  provide  the  Depart¬ 


ment  with  official  standards  for  use  in 
ascertaining  the  quantity  of  scorched 
particles  in  dry  milks,  and  will  make 
available  to  the  dairy  industry  a  uniform 
standard  for  its  use. 

The  standards  are  as  follows: 

Sec. 

87.1  United  States  scorched  particle  stand¬ 

ards  for  dry  milks. 

37.2  Preparation  of  discs. 

37.3  General. 

Authority:  §§37.1  to  37.3  issued  under 
Pub.  Law  759,  81st  Cong. 

§  37.1  United  States  scorched  particle 
sta7idards  for  dry  milks.  The  standards 
contained  in  this  part  consist  of  four 
(4)  discs,  each  of  which  represents  one 
of  the  following: 

7.5  mg.  of  scorched  particles. 

15.0  mg.  of  scorched  particles. 

22.5  mg.  of  scorched  particles. 

32.5  mg.  of  scorched  particles. 

§  37.2  Preparation  of  discs.  Each  of 
the  four  (4)  discs  was  prepared  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  procedure  set  forth 
In  this  section. 

(a)  Spread  five  grams  of  nonfat  dry 
milk  solids  evenly  over  a  petri  dish  and 
heat  at  119°  C.  for  four  hours  to  produce 
scorched  particles. 

(b)  After  heating,  keep  in  desiccator 
until  the  particles  are  weighed. 

(c)  Prepare  scorched  particle  solu¬ 
tion  by  mixing  0.50  gram  of  the  scorched 
particles  (prepared  in  accordance  with 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section)  gently 
with  approximately  20  ml.  of  a  50  per¬ 
cent  filtered  sucrose  solution.  Transfer 
the  mixture  to  a  200  ml.  volumetric 
flask  and  dilute  to  volume  using  a  50  per¬ 
cent  filtered  sucrose  solution  and  mix 
thoroughly. 

(d)  To  provide  particles  which,  in 
appearance,  are  similar  to  highly 
scorched,  or  burned,  protein  particles, 
prepare  at  least  1.0  gram  of  a  charcoal 
mixture  by  using  the  following  speci¬ 
fied  percentages  of  charcoal  of  the  des¬ 
ignated  meshes: 

200  mesh  charcoal;  20  percent. 

150  mesh  charcoal:  50  percent. 

100  mesh  charcoal:  20  percent. 

65  mesh  charcoal:  10  percent. 

(e)  Prepare  charcoal  solution  by  plac¬ 
ing  1.0  gram  of  the  charcoal  mixture 
(prepared  in  accordance  with  paragraph 
(d)  of  this  section)  in  a  one-liter  volu¬ 
metric  flask  and  dilute  to  volume,  using 
a  50  percent  filtered  sucrose  solution  and 
mix  thoroughly. 

(f)  Prepare  each  of  the  following 
sample  solutions: 

(1)  Sample  Solution  1.  Mix  75  ml.  of 
filtered,  reconstituted,  spray  process  non¬ 
fat  dry  milk  solids  with  (i)  a  quantity  of 
scorched  particle  solution  containing 
scorched  particles  aggregating  7.425  mg. 
and  (ii)  a  quantity  of  charcoal  solution 
containing  charcoal  particles  aggre¬ 
gating  0.075  mg.  The  particle  content 
of  this  sample  solution  is  7.5  mg. 

(2)  Sample  Solution  2.  Mix  75  ml.  of 
filtered,  reconstituted,  spray  process 
nonfat  dry  milk  solids  with  (i)  a  quan¬ 
tity  of  scorched  particle  solution  con¬ 
taining  scorched  particles  aggregating 
14.85  mg.  and  (ii)  a  quantity  of  char- 
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code  and 
related 
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group 

GLV 

dollar 

value 

limits 

Vali¬ 

dated 

license 

required 

200901 

Rubber  (natural,  allied  gums,  and  synthetics)  and  manu¬ 
factures: 

Synthetic  rubbers  (dry  rubber  content): 

’Buna  S  (copolymers  of  butadiene  and  styrene): 

Lb . 

RUBR  14 

100 

RO 

200906 

G  R-S  type  only. 

Thioknl  (organic  pnlysnlfides) . . . -  ______ 

Lb . 

RUBR  14 

25 

RO 

201100 

Lb . 

RUBR  9 

100 

R 

201200 

Lb . 

RUBR  9 

100 

R 

206200 

Tires,  tire  casings  and  inner  tubes  (report  scrap  tires  and 
tire  casings  with  both  beads  cut  through  or  at  least 
one  bead  removed  from  the  casings  or  the  casings 
made  discontinuous  by  being  completely  cut 
through  or  the  carcass  broken  completely  through 
for  a  length  equal  to  at  least  the  cross-sectional 
width,  and  inner  tubes  completely  lacerated  or  cut 
cross-sectionally  into  two  separate  faeces,  under 
201200): 

Pneumatic  tires  and  casings,  new  and  used: 

No . 

RUBR  9 

100 

R 

206620 

Inner  tubes: 

Passenger  car . . . . 

No . 

RUBR  9 

25 

R 

200905 

Tire  sundries  and  repair  material: 

Camelback . . . 

Lb . 

RUBR  9 

100 

R 

2.  The  entries  on  the  Positive  List  for  polyisobutylene  (Vistanex  type  only) ,  Sched¬ 
ule  B  No.  200907;  and  silicone  rubber,  Schedule  B  No.  200998,  are  revised  and 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 


Dept,  of 
Com¬ 
merce 
Schedule 
B  No. 

Commodity 

Unit 

Processing 
code  and 
related 
commodity 
group 

OLV 

dollar 

value 

limits 

Vali¬ 

dated 

license 

required 

200907 

Rubber  (natural,  allied  gums,  and  synthetics)  and  manu¬ 
factures: 

Synthetic  rubbers  (dry  rubber  content): 
Polyisobutylene— polymers  of  isobutylene  (all  types)  >. 

Lb . 

RUBR  2 

100 

R 

200998 

Synthetic  rubbers,  n.  e.  s.8 . 

Lb . 

RUBR  2 

100 

R 

i  By  this  amendment,  all  commodities  classified  under  Schedule  B  No.  200907  are  now  on  the  Positive  List  and 
subject  to  R  control. 

8  By  this  amendment,  all  commodities  classified  under  Schedule  B  No.  20099S  are  now  on  the  Positive  List  and 
subject  to  R  control. 


coal  solution  containing  charcoal  par¬ 
ticles  aggregating  0.15  mg.  The  particle 
content  of  this  sample  solution  is  15.0 

mg. 

<3)  Sample  Solution  3.  Mix  75  ml.  of 
filtered,  reconstituted,  spray  process 
nonfat  dry  milk  solids  with  (i)  a  quan¬ 
tity  of  scorched  particle  solution  con¬ 
taining  scorched  particles  aggregating 
22  2  mg.  and  (ii)  a  quantity  of  charcoal 
solution  containing  charcoal  particles 
aggregating  0.30  mg.  The  particle  con¬ 
tent  of  this  sample  solution  is  22.5  mg. 

(4)  Sample  Solution  4.  Mix  75  ml.  of 
filtered,  reconstituted,  spray  process  non¬ 
fat  dry  milk  solids  with  (i)  a  quantity 
of  scorched  particle  solution  containing 
scorched  particles  aggregating  31.9  mg. 
and  (ii)  a  quantity  of  charcoal  solution 
containing  charcoal  particles  aggregat¬ 
ing  0.60  mg.  The  particle  content  of 
this  sample  solution  is  32.5  mg. 

(g)  Stir  each  sample  solution  imme¬ 
diately  prior  to  filtering  and  filter 
through  a  standard  lintine  disc  (1  Vi" 
diameter)  using  a  filtering  surface  of 
lVa"  diameter.  Rinse  the  container  of 
each  sample  solution  with  filtered,  re¬ 
constituted,  spray  process  nonfat  dry 
milk  solids  and  filter  the  rinse  through 
the  applicable  disc. 

(h)  Dry  the  discs  at  room  tempera¬ 
ture. 

§  37.3  General.  To  facilitate  the  use 
and  availability  of  these  scorched  parti¬ 
cle  standards,  a  composite  photograph 
of  the  four  (4)  discs  is  attached  hereto 
and  made  a  part  hereof ; 1  and  a  copy  of 
the  photograph  may  be  obtained,  upon 
request,  from  the  Dairy  Branch,  Produc¬ 
tion  and  Marketing  Administration,  U.  S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Room  2651, 
South  Building,  Washington  25,  D.  C. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  26th 
day  of  January  1951,  to  become  effective 
30  days  after  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

I  seal  1  Roy  W.  Lennartson, 
Acting  Assistant  Administrator, 
Production  and  Marketing 
Administration. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1586;  Filed.  Jan.  31,  1951; 
8:52  a.  m.) 

TITLE  15— COMMERCE  AND 
FOREIGN  TRADE 

Chapter  III — Bureau  of  Foreign  and 
Domestic  Commerce,  Department 
of  Commerce 

Subchapter  C — Office  of  International  Trade 

1 5th  Gen.  Rev.  of  Export  Regs.,  Amdt.  P.  L. 
351  J 

Part  399 — Positive  List  of  Commodities 
and  Related  Matters 

miscellaneous  amendments 

Section  399.1  Appendix  A — Positive 
List  of  Commodities  is  amended  in  the 
following  particulars: 

1.  The  following  commodities  are 
added  to  the  Positive  List: 


*  Filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 
•This  amendment  was  published  in  Cur¬ 
rent  Export  Bulletin  No.  C03  dated  January 
25,  1951. 


3.  The  entries  on  the  Positive  List  for 
certain  truck  and  bus  casings,  Schedule 
B  No.  206000;  certain  off-the-road  cas¬ 
ings,  Schedule  B  No.  206430;  farm  tractor 
and  implement  casings  with  cross  section 
of  7.00  and  over.  Schedule  B  No.  206450; 
certain  industrial  casings,  Schedule  B  No. 


206490;  certain  truck  and  bus  inner 
tubes,  Schedule  B  No.  206530;  and  certain 
off-the-road,  industrial,  and  farm  trac¬ 
tor  and  implement  inner  tubes,  Schedule 
B  No.  206570,  are  revised  and  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 


Dept,  of 
Com¬ 
merce 
Schedule 
B  No. 

Commodity 

Unit 

Processing 
code  and 
related 
commodity 
group 

GLV 

dollar 

value 

limits 

Vali¬ 

dated 

license 

required 

206000 

Rubber  (natural,  allied  gums,  and  synthetics)  and 

manufactures: 

Tires,  tire  casings,  and  inner  tubes  (report  scrap  tiros 
and  tire  casings  with  both  beads  cut  through  or  at 
at  least  one  head  removed  from  the  casings  or  the 
casings  made  discontinuous  by  being  completely  cut 
through  or  the  carcass  broken  completely  through 
for  a  length  equal  to  at  least  the  cross-sectional 
width,  and  inner  tubes  completely  lacerated  or  cut 
cross-sectionally  into  two  separate  pieces,  under 
201200): 

Pneumatic  tires  and  casings,  new  and  used: 

Other  truck  and  bus  casings  > . .  . 

RUBR  9 

250 

R 

200430 

Other  off-the-road  casings  (except  farm  tractor  and 

No . 

RUBR  9 

250 

Ii 

206150 

implements).1 

Farm  t rector  and  implement  casings* _ ... _ 

RUBR  9 

250 

li 

200190 

Other  industrial  casings4 . . 

No . 

RUBR  9 

250 

R 

R 

206530 

Inner  tubes: 

Other  tiuck  and  bus  inner  tubes ! . 

No _ 

RUBR  9 

100 

206570 

Other  off-the-road  and  industrial  inner  tubes;  farm 

No . 

RUBR  9 

100 

R 

tractor  and  implement  inner  tubes.8 

'  By  this  amendment,  the  Positive  List  coverage  is  extended  to  all  truck  and  bus  casings,  classified  under  this  Sched¬ 
ule  B  number,  regardless  of  sin-  or  ply  rating.  The  types  now  on  the  Positive  List  under  this  Schedule  B  number  and 
subject  to  RO  control  are  unaffected  by  this  amendment. 

1  By  this  amendment,  the  Positive  List  coverage  is  extended  toallofl-the-road  casings  classified  under  this  Schedule 
B  number,  regardless  of  size  or  ply  rating.  The  tyin-s  now  on  the  Positive  List  under  this  Schedule  B  number  and 
subject  to  RO  control  are  unaffected  by  this  amendment. 

3  The  effect  of  this  amendment  is  to  add  to  the  Positive  List,  subject  to  R  control,  farm  tractor  and  Implement 
casings  with  cross  section  under  7.00. 

4  By  this  amendment,  the  Positive  List  coverage  is  extended  to  all  industrial  casings  classified  under  this  Schedule  B 
rum  tier,  regardless  of  size  or  ply  rat  ing.  The  types  now  on  the  Positive  List  under  this  Schedule  B  number  and  subject 
to  RO  control  are  unaffected  by  this  amendment. 

3  By  this  amendment,  the  Positive  List  coverage  Is  extended  to  all  truck  and  bus  inner  tubes  classified  undei  this 
Schedule  B  number.  The  types  now  on  the  Positive  List  under  this  Schedule  B  number  and  subject  to  RO  control 
are  unaffected  by  this  amendment. 

8  By  this  amendment,  the  Positive  List  coverage  is  extended  to  all  off-the-road,  industrial,  and  farm  tractor  and 
Implement  inner  tubes  classified  under  this  Schedule  B  number.  Types  of  these  commodities  now  on  the  Positive 
List  under  this  Schedule  B  number  and  subject  to  KO  control  are  unaffected  by  this  amendment. 
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4.  The  entry  on  the  Positive  List  for  coal-tar  coke,  including  coal-tar  coke  flour. 
Schedule  B  No.  500400,  is  revised  and  amended  to  read  as  follows: 


Dept  -  of 
Com¬ 
merce 
Schedule 

B  No. 

Commodity 

Unit 

Processing 
code  and 
related 
commodity 
group 

OLV 

dollar 

value 

limits 

Vali¬ 

dated 

license 

required 

500400 

Coal  aud  related  fuels: 

Coke,  except  petroleum  coke  (reiwrt  petroleum  coke, 
includiag  petroleum  coke  flour,  in  504800). 1 

8.  ton...] 

i 

COAL 

100 

RO 

1  By  this  amendment,  all  commodities  classified  under  Schedule  B  No.  500400  are  now  on  the  Positive  List  and 
subject  to  RO  control. 


5.  The  following  commodities  are  changed  from  R  to  RO.  Accordingly,  the  entries 
therefor  on  the  Positive  List  are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 


Dept,  of 
Com¬ 
merce 

Schedule 
B  No. 

Commodity 

Unit 

Processing 
code  and 

related 

commodity 

group 

GLV 

dollar 

value 

limits 

Vali¬ 

dated 

license 

required 

200100 

Rubber  (natural,  allied  gums,  and  gyntlietics)  and 
manufactures: 

Crude,  rubber  and  allied  gums: 

Crude  rubber  (drv  rubber  content) _ ...... 

Lb . 

RUBR  2 

250 

RO 

200903 

Synthetic  rubbers  (dry  rubber  content): 

Butyl  (cojioly iners  of  isobutylene  and  isoprene,  or 
other  diolefins) 

Neoprene  ( polymers  of  chloroprene) .  . . 

Lb . 

RUBR  2 

100 

RO 

200904 

Lb . 

RUBR  2 

Kill 

RO 

200906 

Buna  N  (copolymers  of  butadiene  and  acrylonitrile).. 

Lb . 

RUBR  2 

100 

1  RO 

Section  399.1  Appendix  A — Positive  List  of  Commodities  and  §  399.3  Appendix  C — 
Commodity  Processing  Codes,  are  amended  in  the  following  particulars: 

The  processing  codes  are  changed  as  follows,  for  the  commodities  listed  below : 


Dept,  of  Com¬ 
merce  Schedule 
B  Number 

Commodity 

af* 

Processing 

code 

643998 

Copper  and  manufactures: 

Copper  manufactures,  n.  e.  s . . 

CDG3 

645600 

646900 

Brass  and  bronze  manufactures: 

CDGS 

Hardware,  brass  and  bronze,  n.  e.  s . . . 

All  other  brass  and  bronze  manufactures  1 . . . 

CDGS 

647998 

CDGS 

651598 

Lead  and  manufactures: 

Other  lead  manufactures,  u.  e.  s.s . . . 

CDGS 

658998 

Ziue  and  manufactures: 

Zinc  manufactures,  n.  e.  s . . . . . 

CDGS 

705710-706755 

Electrical  machinery  and  apparatus: 

Electric  household  refrigerators,  and  parts;  flashlights;  electric  fans  and  lamps,  and 

CDGS 

706100-706590  1 
706812-707590 

parts. 

Electric  household  laundry  equipment,  vacuum  clcr.ners  and  parts,  mixers  and 

CDGS 

»  709610 
*  709620 

blenders;  electric  razors;  electric  household  motor-driven  appliances,  n.  e.  s.,  and 
parts;  electric  flatirons,  household  cooking  ranges,  codec  percolators,  toasters 
and  waffle  irons,  household  storage  water  heaters,  and  heating  or  cooking  appli¬ 
ances  and  utensils  and  parts,  n.  e.  s. 

Electric  lighting  fixtures,  portable  lamps,  aud  parts: 

CDGS 

Incandescent  lien  tine  fixtures,  interior . 

BLDG 

>  709630 

Incandescent  portable  lamps . . . . . . 

CDGS 

«  709640 
»  709690 

Incandescent  lighting  fixtures,  exterior. . . . 

ELME 

Other  electric  lighting  fixtures,  and  parts . . . 

CDGS 

755105-755107 

Textile,  sewing,  aud  shoe  machinery: 

Domestic  sewing  machines  and  parts . 

CDGS 

984100, 984500 

Miscellaneous  commodities,  n.  e.  s.: 

Household  and  commercial  refrigerators,  except  electric,  and  parts . 

CDGS 

i  Brass  and  bronze  blanks  and  circles,  Schedule  B  No.  647998,  retain  the  processing  code  NONF. 
s  Lead  castings;  calking  yarn;  circles;  disks;  flanges;  plugs;  ixuvder;  rings;  metal  packing  rings:  roof  flanges;  sash 
weights,  except  scale  weights;  wire;  and  wool.  Schedule  B  No.  551598,  retain  the  processing  code  NONF. 

a  Change  in  Schedule  B  classifications.  These  commodities  were  formerly  classified  under  Schedule  B  Nos.  709607 
through  709700.  Sec  Census  Bulletin  P.  B.  143. 


Shipments  of  any  commodities  removed 
from  general  license  to  Country  Group  R 
or  Country  Group  O  destinations,  or 
whose  GLV  dollar-value  limits  were  re¬ 
duced,  as  a  result  of  changes  set  forth  in 
this  amendment,  which  were  on  dock,  on 
lighter,  laden  aboard  an  exporting  car¬ 
rier,  or  in  transit  to  a  port  or  exit  pursu¬ 
ant  to  actual  orders  for  export  prior  to 
the  effective  date  of  this  amendment, 
may  be  exported  under  the  previous  gen¬ 


eral  license  provisions  up  to  and  in¬ 
cluding  February  26,  1951.  Any  such 
shipment  not  laden  aboard  the  exporting 
carrier  on  or  befoffe  February  26,  1951, 
requires  a  validated  license  for  export. 
This  saving  clause  is  not  applicable  to 
any  such  shipments  to  Subgroup  A  desti¬ 
nations,  Hong  Kong,  and  Macao. 

(Sec.  3,  63  Stat.  7;  50  U.  S.  C.  App.  Sup.  2023. 

E.  O.  9630,  Sept.  27,  1945,  10  F.  R.  12245,  3 
CFR,  1945  Supp.;  E.  O.  9919,  Jan.  3,  1943,  13 

F.  R.  59,  3  CFR,  1948  Supp.) 


This  amendment  shall  become  effective 
as  of  January  25,  1951. 

Losing  K.  Macy. 
Deputy  Director, 
Office  of  International  Trade. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1601;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 
8:55  a.  m.) 


TITLE  17— COMMODITY  AND 
SECURITIES  EXCHANGES 

Chapter  I  —  Commodity  Exchange 

Authority  (Including  Commodity 

Exchange  Commission)  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture 

Part  3 — Special  Provisions  Applicable 
to  Cotton 

Part  9 — Special  Provisions  Applicable 
to  Fats 

Part  10 — Special  Provisions  Applicable 
to  Oils 

FORMS  300,  900,  AND  1000 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  under  the 
Commodity  Exchange  Act,  as  amended 
(7  U.  S.  C.  l-17a) ,  Parts  3,  9,  and  10, 
Chapter  I,  Title  17,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  (17  CFR  Parts  3,  9,  and  10), 
are  hereby  amended  as  follows: 

1.  By  deleting  paragraphs  (c),  (d), 
and  (e>  of  §  3.01  and  substituting  in  lieu 
thereof  the  following: 

(c)  The  quantity  of  cotton  bought  and 
the  quantity  of  cotton  sold  on  such  con¬ 
tracts  during  the  period  covered  by  the 
report:  and 

<d)  The  quantity  of  cotton  delivered 
and  the  quantity  of  cotton  received  on 
such  contracts  during  the  period  covered 
by  the  report. 

2.  By  deleting  paragraph  (e)  in  §  9.01 
and  substituting  in  lieu  thereof  the 
following: 

(e)  The  quantity  of  fat  represented 
by  delivery  notices  passed  back  to  the 
clearing  organization  or  passed  on  to 
other  clearing  members  during  the  pe¬ 
riod  covered  by  the  report. 

3.  By  deleting  paragraph  (e)  of  §  10  01 
and  substituting  in  lieu  thereof  the 
following : 

(e)  The  quantity  of  oil  represented  by 
delivery  notices  passed  back  to  the  clear¬ 
ing  organization  or  passed  on  to  other 
clearing  members,  during  the  period  cov¬ 
ered  by  the  report. 

The  effect  of  these  amendments  W'ill 
be  to  reduce  the  amount  of  information 
concerning  delivery  notices  reportable  on 
Forms  300,  900,  and  1000  by  clearing 
members  of  contract  markets.  Since  the 
amendments  will  operate  to  relieve  or 
liberalize  restrictions  and  will  not  ad¬ 
versely  affect  the  public,  it  is  hereby 
found  that  notice  and  public  procedure 
under  section  4  of  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act  are  unnecessary,  and  that 
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the  amendments  should  be  made  effec¬ 
tive  within  less  than  thirty  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

These  amendments  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  upon  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

(Sec.  8a,  as  added  by  sec.  10,  49  Stat.  1500; 
7  U.  S.  C.  12a.  Interprets  or  applies  sec.  5, 
42  Stat.  1000  ;  7  U.  S.  C.  7) 

Issued  this  26th  day  of  January  1951. 

[seal]  Charles  F.  Br annan. 

Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  51-1581;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 
8:50  a.  m.) 


TITLE  24— HOUSING  AND 
HOUSING  CREDIT 

Chapter  VIII — Office  of  Housing 
Expediter 

[Controlled  Housing  Rent  Reg.,  Arndt.  347] 

[Controlled  Rooms  in  Rooming  Houses  and 

Other  Establishments  Rent  Reg.,  Arndt. 

343] 

Part  825 — Rent  Regulations  Under  the 

Housing  and  Rent  Act  of  1947,  as 

Amended 

CALIFORNIA 

Amendment  347  to  the  Controlled 
Housing  Rent  Regulation  (§§  825.1  to 
825.12)  and  Amendment  343  to  the  Rent 
Regulation  for  Controlled  Rooms  in 
Rooming  Houses  and  Other  Establish¬ 
ments  (§§  825.81  to  825.92).  Said  Regu¬ 
lations  are  amended  in  the  following 
respect: 

Schedule  A,  Item  38.  is  amended  to 
describe  the  counties  in  the  Defense- 
Rental  Area  as  follows: 

San  Francisco  County:  San  Mateo  County, 
except  the  Cities  of  Belmont,  Burlingame, 
Menlo  Park,  Millbrae,  Redwood  City,  South 
San  Francisco  and  San  Bruno,  the  Town  of 
Atherton,  and  the  Community  known  as 
Lomita  Park,  which  Community  is  more  par¬ 
ticularly  described  as  follows: 

Beginning  at  a  point  on  the  Northeasterly 
line  of  the  Main  County  Road  leading  from 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose,  where  said  line 
is  Intersected  by  the  Southeasterly  line  of 
San  Juan  Avenue  as  the  same  is  shown  and 
delineated  upon  that  certain  map  entitled 
"Map  of  Lomita  Park,  showing  subdivision 
No.  3”  and  recorded  in  Book  No.  3  of  Maps 
at  Page  45,  Records  of  San  Mateo  County; 
thence  from  said  point  of  beginning  North 
56 “30’  East  along  the  said  Southeasterly  line 
of  San  Juan  Avenue  to  the  Southwesterly 
line  of  the  right  of  way  of  the  United  Rail¬ 
ways  Electric  Road;  thence  Northwesterly 
along  said  line  of  said  right  of  way  to  its 
Intersection  with  the  centerline  of  San 
Felipe  Avenue  as  the  same  is  shown  and 
delineated  upon  that  certain  map  entitled 
"Map  of  Lomita  Park,  showing  subdivision 
No.  1  and  2,”  and  recorded  in  Book  No.  3  of 
Maps  at  page  41,  Records  of  San  Mateo 
County;  thence  South  59°  45'  West  al6ng 
said  centerline;  which  said  centerline  on 
April  24,  1950  was  coincident  with  the  city 
limit  of  San  Bruno  to  a  point  on  the  South¬ 
westerly  line  of  the  Main  County  Road  lead¬ 
ing  from  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose,  which 
said  Southwesterly  line  on  April  24,  1950 


was  coincident  with  the  city  limit  of  San 
Bruno;  thence  Southeasterly  along  said  city 
limit  to  a  point  in  the  Southwesterly  line  of 
the  Main  County  Road  leading  from  San 
Francisco  to  San  Jose,  where  said  point  inter¬ 
sects  the  Southeasterly  line  of  Santa  Lucia 
Avenue  as  the  same  is  shown  and  delineated 
on  that  certain  map  entitled  “Map  of  San 
Bruno  Park,  Fourth  Addition,”  filed  in  the 
office  of  the  Recorder  of  San  Mateo  County 
in  Liber  “B”  of  Maps  at  page  1  and  a  copy 
entered  in  Liber  4  of  Maps  at  page  15;  thence 
Northeasterly  along  the  projection  of  said 
Southeasterly  line  of  said  Santa  Lucia  Ave¬ 
nue  to  a  point  in  the  centerline  of  the  Main 
County  Road  leading  from  San  Francisco  to 
San  Jose;  thence  Southeasterly  along  said 
centerline  of  the  Main  County  Road  leading 
from  San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  which  said 
centerline  on  April  24,  1950,  was  coincident 
with  the  city  limit  of  San  Bruno,  to  a  point 
where  said  centerline  intersects  the  exten¬ 
sion  of  the  Northwesterly  line  of  Lot  1,  as 
shown  and  delineated  upon  that  certain  map 
entitled  “Capuchlno  Golf  Corporation,  Sub¬ 
division  No.  1,”  and  recorded  in  Volume  14 
of  Maps  at  page  24  San  Mateo  County  Rec¬ 
ords;  thence  Northeasterly  along  the  exten¬ 
sion  of  said  lot  line  to  a  point  on  the  North¬ 
easterly  line  of  said  Main  County  Road 
leading  from  Ban  Francisco  to  San  Jose; 
thence  Southeasterly  along  the  Northeasterly 
line  of  said  Main  County  Road  leading  from 
San  Francisco  to  San  Jose  to  the  point  of 
beginning; 

and  Sonoma  County,  except  (l)  the  Cities  of 
Healdsburg  and  Santa  Rosa,  (ii)  the  Judi¬ 
cial  Townships  of  Redwood  and  Sonoma  (in¬ 
cluding  the  City  of  Sonoma)  and  (iii)  that 
portion  of  Analy  Judicial  Township  lying 
west  of  the  Monte  Rio- Valley  Ford  Highway 
and  lying  between  Redwood  Judicial  Town¬ 
ship  on  the  north  and  the  northern  line  of 
Marin  County  on  the  south. 

This  decontrols  on  the  Housing  Ex¬ 
pediter’s  own  initiative  in  accordance 
with  section  204  (c)  of  the  Housing  and 
Rent  Act  of  1947,  as  amended,  what  is 
known  as  the  Community  of  Lomita 
Park,  in  San  Mateo  County,  California, 
a  portion  of  the  San  Francisco  Bay,  De¬ 
fense-Rental  Area. 

(Sec.  204,  61  Stat.  197,  as  amended;  50 
U.  S.  C.  App.  Sup.  1894) 

This  amendment  shall  become  effective 
January  30,  1951. 

Issued  this  29th  day  of  January  1951. 

Tighe  E.  Woods, 
Housing  Expediter. 

* 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1605;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

8:57  a.  m.] 

TITLE  14— CIVIL  AVIATION 

Chapter  I — Civil  Aeronautics  Board 

Subchapter  A — Civil  Air  Regulations 

[Supp.  8] 

Part  42 — Irregul^i  Air  Carrier  and 
Off-Route  Rules 

AIRCRAFT  REQUIREMENTS 

The  following  altetations  of  Part  42 
are  hereby  adopted.  The  amended  rules 
do  not  impose  any  additional  burdens 
upon  interested  persons.  Compliance 


W’ith  the  notice,  procedures  and  effective 
date  provisions  of  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act  would  be  unnecessary  and 
therefore  is  not  required. 

1.  Section  42.11-1  published  on  No¬ 
vember  22,  1949,  in  14  F.  R.  7033  is 
revoked. 

2.  Section  42.11-2  published  on  No¬ 

vember  22.  1949,  in  14  F.  R.  7033  is 
renumbered  42.11-1  and  that  portion  of 
paragraph  (d)  beginning  with  ‘‘The  fol¬ 
lowing  table  *  *  *  ”  and  ending  with 

“*  *  *  each  aircraft  concerned.”,  is 

revoked. 

3.  Section  42.11-3  published  on  No¬ 
vember  22,  1949,  in  14  F.  R.  7033  is 
revoked. 

4.  Section  42.45-2  published  on  No¬ 
vember  22,  1949,  in  14  F.  R.  7039  is 
revoked. 

(Sec.  205,  52  Stat.  984,  as  amended;  49  U.  S.  C. 
425.  Interpret  or  apply  secs.  601,  604,  42 
Stat.  1007,  1010;  49  U.  S.  C.  551,  554) 

These  rules  and  policies  shall  become 
effective  upon  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

[seal]  L.  C.  Elliott, 

Acting  Administrator  of 
Civil  Aeronautics. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1561;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

8:44  a.  m.] 


[Supp.  3,  Arndt.  9] 

Part  60 — Air  Traffic  Rules 

standard  instrumen^approach 
PROCEDURES 

Under  sections  205  and  601  of  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board  is  empowered  to 
delegate  to  the  Administrator  of  Civil 
Aeronautics  the  authority  to  prescribe 
rules,  regulations,  and  standards  which 
promote  safety  of  flight  in  air  commerce, 
and  the  Administrator  of  Civil  Aeronau¬ 
tics  is  empowered  to  make  and  amend 
such  general  or  special  rules,  regulations, 
and  procedures  as  he  deems  necessary  to 
exercise  and  perform  his  powers  and 
duties  under  the  act.  Under  §  60.46  of 
the  Civil  Air  Regulations  the  Civil  Aero¬ 
nautics  Board  has  authorized  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  of  Civil  Aeronautics  to  prescribe 
standard  instrument  approach  proce¬ 
dures. 

Acting  pursuant  to  the  foregoing  stat¬ 
utes  and  regulations,  standard  instru¬ 
ment  approach  procedures  ivere  pre¬ 
scribed.  Those  procedures  are  hereby 
amended.  This  amendment  is  made 
effective  without  delay,  in  order  to  pro¬ 
mote  safety  of  the  flying  public.  Com¬ 
pliance  with  the  notice,  procedures,  and 
effective  date  provisions  of  section  4  of 
the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  would 
be  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest,  and  therefore  is  not  re¬ 
quired.  • 

1.  The  low  frequency  range  procedures 
prescribed  in  §  60.46-4  are  amended  to 
read  in  part; 


made  on  San  Diego  range  in 
accordance  with  San  Diego 
standard  instrument  ap- 
proach  procedure. 
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TITLE  32— NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

Chapter  VI — Department  of  the  Navy 

Part  725 — Physical  Separation  and 
Retirement 

physical  evaluation  boards 

The  following  changes  are  effective  as 
of  January  1,  1951. 

1.  Delete  §  725.8  (c)  and  substitute 
therefor  the  following: 

(c)  An  officer  shall  be  detailed  to  act 
as  recorder  of  a  Board  empowered  to 
act  in  any  one  case. 

2.  Delete  §  725.8  (d)  and  substtiute 
therefor  the  following: 

(d)  At  the  request  of  an  individual 
whose  physical  fitness  is  to  be  evaluated, 
the  convening  authority  shall  detail  an 
officer  as  counsel  for  such  individual; 
in  lieu  thereof  the  individual  whose 
physical  fitness  is  to  be  evaluated  may 
obtain,  at  his  own  expense,  the  services 
of  civilian  counsel. 

3.  Delete  §  725.11  (a)  and  substitute 
therefor  the  following: 

§  725.11  Findmgs.  (a>  After  delib¬ 
erating  on  the  evidence  before  it,  the 
Board,  in  the  case  of  a  member  of  the 
Regular  Navy  or  Marine  Corps  entitled 
to  receive  basic  pay  or  a  member  of  a 
Reserve  component  thereof  entitled  to 
receive  basic  pay  who  has  been  called 
or  ordered  to  extended  active  duty  in 
excess  of  thirty  days,  shall  make  a  rec¬ 
ommended  finding  whether  the  member 
is  fit  or  unfit  to  perform  the  duties  of 
his  office,  rank,  grade  or  rating,  by  rea¬ 
son  of  physical  disability.  If  the  rec¬ 
ommendation  of  the  Board  is  that  the 
member  be  found  unfit  to  perform  the 
duties  of  his  office,  rank,  grade  or  rating 
by  reason  of  physical  disability,  the 
Board  shall  make  a  recommended  find¬ 
ing  as  to  whether  such  physical  disability 
was  or  was  not  incurred  while  such  mem¬ 
ber  was  entitled  to  receive  basic  pay,  and 
in  addition  thereto  the  Board  shall  make 
recommended  findings  with  respect  to 
the  following  factors: 

(Sec.  413,  63  Stat.  824;  37  U.  S.  C.,  Sup.  283) 

Dated:  January  24,  1951. 

Francis  P.  Matthews, 
Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

( F.  R.  Doc.  51-1567;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 
8:45  a.  m.J 


TITLE  32A— NATIONAL  DEFENSE, 
APPENDIX 

Chapter  IX — Petroleum  Administra¬ 
tion  for  Defense,  Department  of 
the  Interior 

[Order  2591,  Amdt.  2] 

Establishment  and  Organization 

Order  No.  2591  of  October  3,  1950,  as 
heretofore  amended  is  hereby  revised  in 
its  entirety  to  read  as  follows: 

Section  1.  Purpose.  The  purpose  of 
this  order  is  to  establish  the  Petroleum 
Administration  for  Defense  and  the  or¬ 
ganization  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
functions  with  respect  to  petroleum  and 
gas  delegated  to  or  vested  in  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Interior  by  Executive  Order 


No.  10161  as  amended  and  by  such  dele¬ 
gations  or  redelegations  as  may  have 
been  or  may  hereafter  be  made  by  the 
Defense  Production  Administrator  pur¬ 
suant  to  Executive  Order  No.  10200. 

Sec.  2.  Establishment  of  Petroleum 
Administration  for  Defense.  There  is 
established  a  Petroleum  Administration 
for  Defense  which  shall  be  headed  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  as  Administra¬ 
tor  and  a  Deputy  Administrator  who 
shall  be  appointed  by  the  Secretary. 
The  Deputy  Administrator  shall  report 
directly  and  be  responsible  only  to  the 
Secretary.  Except  as  provided  in  par¬ 
agraph  < b)  of  section  8  of  this  order  the 
Petroleum  Administration  for  Defense 
shall  operate  separately  from,  independ¬ 
ently  of  and  outside  the  jurisdiction  or 
authority  of  any  officer  or  employee  of 
the  Department  of  the  Interior  except 
the  Secretary. 

Sec.  3.  Delegation  of  authority.  Ex¬ 
cept  as  provided  in  section  4  of  this  or¬ 
der,  all  of  the  functions  and  powers 
delegated  to  the  Secretary  of  the  In¬ 
terior  by  Executive  Order  No.  10161  as 
amended  and  by  delegations  or  redele¬ 
gations  heretofore  or  hereafter  made  by 
the  Defense  Production  Administrator 
pursuant  to  Executive  Order  No.  10200 
are  hereby  delegated  to  and  may  be  per¬ 
formed  by  the  Deputy  Administrator 
insofar  as  these  functions  and  powers 
relate  to  petroleum  and  gas.  These 
functions  and  powers  shall  include  but 
not  be  limited  to: 

(a)  The  determination  of  require¬ 
ments  of  various  claimant  agencies  for 
petroleum  and  gas; 

<b>  The  allocation  of  petroleum  and 
gas  among  said  claimants  and,  under 
appropriate  circumstances,  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  and  industry  in  general; 

(c)  The  establishment  of  programs 
and  policies  with  respect  to  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  petroleum  and  gas  industries; 

<d)  The  development  with  other  ap¬ 
propriate  governmental  agencies  of 
such  arrangements  relating  to  petro¬ 
leum  and  gas  as  may  be  necessary  with 
respect  to  industrial  operations,  mate¬ 
rials,  manpower,  procurement,  financ¬ 
ing,  loans  or  other  forms  of  assistance 
and  the  administration  thereof; 

<e)  The  claiming  on  behalf  of  and 
the  distribution  to  the  petroleum  and 
gas  industries  of  such  materials,  facil¬ 
ities  and  commodities  as  may  be  re¬ 
quired  in  the  operation  of  these  indus¬ 
tries; 

<f)  The  making  of  recommendations 
with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  Necessity 
Certificates  for  Accelerated  Amortiza¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  section  124  A  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code; 

(g)  The  exercise  of  the  powers  and  the 
performance  of  the  functions  respecting 
voluntary  agreements  and  programs  un¬ 
der  section  708  (a)  of  the  Defense  Pro¬ 
duction  Act  of  1950; 

(h)  The  issuance  of  petroleum  and 
gas  industry  orders  or  directives; 

(i)  The  maintenance  and  implemen¬ 
tation  of  all  Inter-agency  relationships 
necessary  for  the  efficient  operation  of 
the  Petroleum  Administration  for 
Defense; 

<  j  >  The  exercise  of  the  powers  and  the 
performance  of  the  functions  respecting 
loans,  purchases  and  commitments; 


(k)  The  requisitioning  of  property; 

(l)  Matters  of  internal  administration 
of  the  Petroleum  Administration  for 
Defense; 

(m)  The  creation  and  appointment  of 
industry  advisory  committees  or 
councils ; 

( n )  The  power  to  redelegate  any  of  the 
powers  or  authority  delegated  to  him  by 
this  order. 

Sec.  4.  Limitations.  The  Deputy  Ad¬ 
ministrator  may  not  appoint  or  employ 
persons  under  section  710  of  the  Defense 
Production  Act  of  1950  or  exercise  the 
functions  vested  in  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  by  Executive  Order  No.  10182  as 
amended. 

Sec.  5.  Executive  organization.  Sub¬ 
ject  to  such  adjustments  as  may  be  made 
from  time  to  time  with  the  approval  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  the  execu¬ 
tive  organization  of  the  Petroleum 
Administration  for  Defense  shall  consist 
of  the  following:  Administrator  (the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior) ;  Deputy  Ad¬ 
ministrator;  General  Counsel  and 
Assistant  Deputy  Administrator;  Fi¬ 
nance  Counselor;  Manpower  Counselor; 
Materials  Director;  Program  Director; 
Director  of  Public  Information;  Admin¬ 
istrative  Officer;  Assistant  Deputy  Ad¬ 
ministrators,  as  appropriate;  Special 
Assistants  to  the  Deputy  Administrator, 
as  appropriate;  Directors  of  Operating 
Divisions,  as  appropriate ;  District  Direc¬ 
tors  in  Charge,  as  appropriate. 

Sec.  6.  Personnel  and  administrative 
services,  (a)  Subject  to  the  require¬ 
ments  of  applicable  statutes  and  within 
the  limits  of  funds  which  may  be  allo¬ 
cated  or  appropriated  for  the  purposes, 
the  Deputy  Administrator  is  hereby 
authorized  to: 

(1)  Employ  necessary  personnel  and 
in  connection  therewith  take  final  action 
with  respect  to  all  appointments  and 
status  changes  in  all  positions  in  the 
Petroleum  Administration  for  Defense, 
provided  that  final  personnel  action  in 
cases  involving  alleged  serious  miscon¬ 
duct,  irregularities,  disloyalty  or  subver¬ 
sive  activities  may  be  taken  only  after 
approval  thereof  by  the  Secretary ; 

(2)  Make  provision  for  all  necessary 
supplies,  space,  facilities,  equipment, 
travel,  payment  of  expenses  on  perma¬ 
nent  change  of  station,  or  services  re¬ 
quired  in  the  operation  of  the  Petroleum 
Administration  for  Defense. 

(b)  The  authority  vested  in  the  Dep¬ 
uty  Administrator  by  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  section  may  be  exercised  by  the 
Administrative  Officer  of  the  Petroleum 
Administration  for  Defense  upon  formal 
notification  in  writing  from  the  Deputy 
Administrator. 

Sec.  7.  Definitions.  As  used  in  this 
order: 

(a)  The  terms  “petroleum”  and  “gas” 
shall  mean  “petroleum”  and  “gas”  as 
defined  in  sections  901  (c)  and  (d)  of 
Executive  Order  No.  10161  as  amended: 

(b)  The  term  “appointments  and 
status  changes”  means  all  personnel  ac¬ 
tions,  including  all  types  of  appoint¬ 
ments,  changes  in  salary,  position  or 
grade  and  separations. 

Sec.  8.  Effect  on  other  orders,  (a) 
Except  as  provided  in  paragraph  (b)  of 
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this  section,  the  provisions  of  section  4 
of  Order  No.  2509  as  amended.  Order  No. 
2596  and  Order  No.  2609  shall  not  apply 
to  the  Petroleum  Administration  for  De¬ 
fense  and  this  order  supersedes  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  any  other  order  which  are 
inconsistent  or  in  conflict  herewith. 

(b>  The  provisions  of  sections  1,  6.  7, 
9.  10,  11.  12,  13,  and  14  of  Order  No.  2609 
shall  apply  to  the  Petroleum  Adminis¬ 
tration  for  Defense. 

Sec.  9.  Utilization  of  services  of  the 
Department  of  the  Interior.  The  serv¬ 
ices  of  the  U.  S.  Geological  Survey,  the 
Bureau  of  Mines  and  the  personnel,  ac¬ 
counting,  administrative  and  other  serv¬ 
ices  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior 
shall  be  available  to  the  Petroleum  Ad¬ 
ministration  for  Defense  to  the  maxi¬ 
mum  practical  extent. 

Sec.  10.  Direction  and  control.  The 
functions  delegated  by  the  preceding 
paragraphs  shall  be  exercised  subject  to 
the  direction  and  control  of  the  Petro¬ 
leum  Administrator  and/or  Secretary  of 
the  Interior. 

(Sec.  902,  E.  O.  10161,  15  P.  R.  6105;  sec.  2, 
Reorg.  Plan  No.  3  of  1950,  15  F.  R.  3174) 

Oscar  L.  Chapman, 
Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

January  29,  1951. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1578;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

8:49  a.  m.J 


Chapter  XI — Defense  Power  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  the  Interior 

[EO-l] 

Major  Plant  Additions:  Use  of 
Aluminum,  Copper  and  Copper-Base 
Alloy 

This  order  is  found  necessary  and  ap¬ 
propriate  to  promote  the  national  de¬ 
fense  and  is  issued  pursuant  to  the 
authority  granted  by  the  Defense  Pro¬ 
duction  Act  of  1950.  In  the  formulation 
of  this  order,  there  has  been  con¬ 
sultation  with  industry  representatives, 
including  trade  association  representa¬ 
tives,  and  consideration  has  been  given 
to  their  recommendations. 

Sec. 

1.  What  this  order  does. 

2.  Definitions. 

3.  Filing  instructions. 

4.  Communications. 

Authority;  Sections  1  to  4  issued  under 
sec.  704.  Pub.  Law  774,  81  Cong.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  101,  Pub.  Law  774,  81st  Cong., 
E.  O.  10161,  Sept.  9,  1950,  15  F.  R.  6105; 
E.  O.  10200,  Jan.  3,  1951,  16  F.  R.  61. 

Section  1.  What  this  order  does . 
This  order  establishes  procedures  for  the 
collection  of  information  on  major  plant 
additions  for  the  electric  utility  industry 
contemplating  that,  by  arrangement 
with  the  National  Production  Authority, 
authorizations  will  be  issued  by  the  De¬ 
fense  Power  Administration  for  the  use 
or  receipt  of  certain  critical  materials, 
after  April  1,  1951,  for  such  major  plant 
addition  projects. 


Sec.  2.  Definitions.  As  used  in  this 
order: 

(a)  “Electric  utility”  means  any  indi¬ 
vidual,  partnership,  association,  corpora¬ 
tion,  governmental  corporation  or 
agency,  or  any  organized  group  of  per¬ 
sons,  whether  incorporated  or  not,  lo¬ 
cated  in  the  United  States,  its  territories, 
or  possessions,  supplying,  or  having  fa¬ 
cilities  built  for  supplying  electric  power, 
directly  or  indirectly  for  general  use  by 
the  public. 

cb)  “Net  material  cost”  means  the  cost 
of  all  material  incorporated  in  pjant 
less  the  cost  of  all  material  removed 
from  plant,  priced  in  accordance  with 
the  electric  utility’s  regular  accounting 
practice. 

<c)  “Major  plant  addition”  means  an 
electric  utility  construction  project 
which  involves: 

(1)  Line  construction  designed  for 
operation  at  more  than  15  kv.  where  the 
project  requires  more  than  10,000  pounds^, 
gross  weight  of  conductor,  or 

( 2 )  Line  construction  designed  for  op¬ 
eration  at  15  kv.  or  less  where  the  proj¬ 
ect  has  a  net  material  cost  exceeding 
$50,000,  or 

(3)  Non-line  construction,  including 
but  not  limited  to  construction  of  or 
additions  to  generating  plant,  substa¬ 
tions,  or  buildings,  where  the  project 
has  a  net  material  cost  over  $50,000. 

(d)  “Gross  weight  of  conductor” 
means,  in  the  case  of  overhead  lines, 
the  weight  of  conductor  as  installed,  in¬ 
cluding  steel  content  in  the  case  of 
Copperweld  wire  and  steel  core  in  the 
case  of  aluminum  conductor  steel  rein¬ 
forced,  without  deduction  for  material 
salvaged:  and  in  the  case  of  under¬ 
ground  lines  the  copper  and  aluminum 
content  only,  without  deduction  for  ma¬ 
terial  salvaged. 

(e)  “Line  construction”  means  con¬ 
struction  of  both  overhead  and  under¬ 
ground  lines. 

Sec.  3.  Filing  instructions,  (a)  Ef¬ 
fective  at  once,  electric  utilities  shall  file 
Form  DPA-2,  “Electric  Utility  State¬ 
ment  of  a  Current  or  Proposed  Con¬ 
struction  Project”  and  Form  DPA-3, 
“Electric  Utility  Statement  of  Proposed 
Use  of  Aluminum,  Copper  or  Copper- 
Base  Alloy  for  a  Construction  Project,” 
for  major  plant  additions  which  involve 
use  or  receipt  of  aluminum,  copper  or 
copper-base  alloy  on  or  after  April  1, 
1951.  Such  filing  shall  occur  as  soon  as 
the  project  has  taken  specific  form  and, 
whenever  practicable,  at  least  four 
months  before  receipt  of  aluminum,  cop¬ 
per  or  copper-base  alloy  is  required. 

<b)  Electric  utilities  should  not  file 
Forms  DPA-2  or  DPA-3  for  construction 
projects  not  herein  defined  as  major 
plant  additions.  Materials  requirements 
after  April  1,  1951,  for  such  projects  will 
be  handled,  along  with  requirements  for 
maintenance,  repair  and  operating  sup¬ 
plies,  by  some  other  procedure.  Electric 
utilities  will  be  notified  when  this  pro¬ 
cedure  has  been  established. 

Sec.  4.  Communications.  All  com¬ 
munications  concerning  this  order  and 
requests  for  Forms  DPA-2  and  DPA-3 
shall  be  addressed  to  the  Defense  Power 


Administration,  Department  of  the  In¬ 
terior,  Washington  25,  D.  C. 

Clifford  B.  McManus, 

Administrator, 

Defense  Power  Admuiistratioji. 
Approved:  January  30,  1951. 

Oscar  L.  Chapman, 

Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

IF,  R.  Doc.  51-1715;  Filed.  Jan.  31,  1951; 
10:57  a.  m.J 


[EO-2] 

Materials  and  Equipment:  Requests  for 
Procurement  Assistance 

This  order  is  found  necessary  an<* 
appropriate  to  promote  the  national  de¬ 
fense  and  is  issued  pursuant  to  the 
authority  granted  by  the  Defense  Pro¬ 
duction  Act  of  1950.  Consultation  with 
representatives  of  industry  in  advance  of 
the  issuance  of  this  order  has  been  ren¬ 
dered  impracticable  because  the  order  is 
informative  in  nature  and  is  issued  in 
response  to  inquiries  from  representa¬ 
tives  of  the  electric  power  industry  as 
to  the  information  which  should  be 
furnished  in  requesting  procurement 
assistance. 

Sec. 

1.  Qualifications  for  obtaining  procurement 

assistance. 

2.  Information  required;  general. 

3.  Additional  information  required  where  an 

order  has  been  placed  and  the  promised 
delivery  date  is  inadequate  to  meet  the 
construction  schedule. 

4.  Additional  information  required  in  re¬ 

questing  assistance  in  placing  an  order. 

5.  Cross-reference  to  other  applications. 

6.  Communications. 

Authority:  Sections  1  to  6  issued  under 
sec.  704,  Pub.  Law  774,  81st  Cong.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  101,  Pub.  Law  774,  81st  Cong., 
E.  O.  10161,  Sept.  9,  1950,  15  F.  R.  6105;  E.  O. 
10200,  Jan.  3,  1951,  16  F.  R.  61. 

Section  1.  Qualifications  for  obtaining 
procurement  assistance.  It  is  impera¬ 
tive  that  orders  for  material  be  placed 
sufficiently  in  advance  to  allow  manu¬ 
facturers  reasonable  time  in  which  to 
make  required  deliveries.  Moreover,  de¬ 
livery  dates  specified  should  not  be 
earlier  than  actually  required  to  meet 
construction  or  installation  schedules. 
The  design  of  power  plant  facilities 
should  be  restricted  to  the  use  of  stand¬ 
ard  sizes  and  shapes  of  steel  wherever 
possible.  Requests  for  assistance  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  construction  of  electric 
power  facilities  should  be  filed  only  after 
the  applicant  has  exhausted  every  rea¬ 
sonable  effort  to  obtain  the  equipment  or 
material  required  and  has  completely 
investigated  all  possibilities  of  substitut¬ 
ing  non-critical  material  for  critical 
material. 

Sec.  2.  Information  required;  general. 
The  following  information  should  be 
supplied  in  requesting  assistance  in  pro¬ 
curing  equipment  or  materials  for  each 
project: 

(a)  Project  information  should  be 
submitted  as  specified  in  sections  1  and 
2  of  Form  DPA-2,  “Electric  Utility  State- 
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ment  of  a  Current  or  Proposed  Construc¬ 
tion  Project."  If  Form  DPA-2  has 
already  been  submitted  for  the  project, 
supply  cross-reference  information  as 
specified  in  section  5  of  this  order. 

<b>  A  progressive,  construction  sched¬ 
ule  should  be  submitted  monthly  until 
all  the  items  for  which  assistance  is 
requested  have  been  obtained. 

Sec.  3.  Additional  information  required 
where  an  order  has  been  placed  and  the 
promised  delivery  date  is  inadequate  to 
meet  the  construction  schedule,  (a) 
The  following  additional  information 
should  be  supplied  in  requesting  pro¬ 
curement  assistance  for  mill  shapes  and 
forms  of  steel,  copper  or  aluminum: 

<1)  Quantities,  description,  size,  di¬ 
mension,  grade,  specification,  weight  and 
dollar  value  of  each  product  required 
(i.  e.,  angles,  shapes,  plates,  etc.). 

<  2  >  Order  number  on  mill  and  date  of 
order  number. 

(3)  Current  promised  delivery  date. 

<4)  Latest  delivery  date  required  to 
meet  the  construction  schedule  or  other 
needs  of  applicant. 

(5>  Name  and  address  of  supplier  or 
manufacturer  with  whom  order  has  been 
placed,  manufacturer’s  shop  order  num¬ 
ber  and  the  supplier’s  or  manufacturer’s 
reason  for  not  being  able  to  fill  the  order 
or  orders  in  time  to  meet  the  construc¬ 
tion  schedule. 


(b)  The  following  additional  informa¬ 
tion  should  be  supplied  in  requesting 
procurement  assistance  for  specific  items 
other  than  mill  shapes  and  forms  of 
steel,  copper  or  aluminum: 

(1)  Description  as  shown  on  purchase 
order,  including  dollar  value. 

(2)  Number  and  date  of  applicant’s 
purchase  order. 

(3)  Current  promised  delivery  date. 

(4)  Latest  delivery  date  required  to 
meet  the  construction  schedule  or  other 
needs  of  applicant. 

({»)  Name  and  address  of  supplier  or 
manufacturer  with  whom  order  has  been 
placed,  manufacturer’s  shop  order  num¬ 
ber  and  the  supplier’s  or  manufacturer’s 
reason  for  not  being  able  to  fill  the  order 
or  orders  in  time  to  meet  the  construc¬ 
tion  schedule. 

Sec.  4.  Additional  information  re¬ 
quired  in  requesting  i  distance  in  plac¬ 
ing  an  order.  The  following  additional 
information  should  be  supplied  in  plac¬ 
ing  an  order  for  procurement  of  mill 
shapes  and  forms  of  steel,  copper  or 
aluminum,  or  for  any  other  items:  Name 
and  address  of  all  other  sources  of  supply 
investigated  which  did  not  accept  order 
or  orders  and  the  suppliers’  or  manu¬ 
facturers’  reason  or  reasons  for  not  ac¬ 
cepting  the  order  or  orders.  Enclose 
copies  of  letter  or  letters  received  from 


the  suppliers  or  manufacturers  con¬ 
tacted. 

Sec.  5.  Cross-reference  to  other  appli¬ 
cations.  If  any  of  the  information  spec¬ 
ified  in  this  order  has  been  previously 
submitted  to  any  ..Government  agency  in 
connection  with  another  application,  it 
will  not  be  necessary  to  resubmit  such 
information.  However,  the  applicant 
should  furnish,  with  respect  to  such 
previous  application,  the  name  of  the 
Government  agency  to  which  it  wras  sub¬ 
mitted,  the  form  number,  date  of  appli¬ 
cation,  serial  number,  if  known,  affixed 
to  the  application  by  the  Government 
agency,  action  taken  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  agency  and  date  of  such  action. 

Sec.  6.  Communications.  All  com¬ 
munications  concerning  this  order  and 
requests  for  Form  DPA-2  shall  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Defense  Power  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  the  Interior, 
Washington  25,  D.  C. 

Clifford  B.  McMantjs, 

Administrator, 

Defense  Power  Administration. 

Approved:  January  30,  1951. 

Oscar  L.  Chapman, 

Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1716;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

10:57  a.  m.] 


PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Bureau  of  Entomology  and  Plant 
Quarantine 

[  7  CFR,  Parts  301,  319  ] 

Banana  Plants 

notice  of  proposed  rule  making 

Notice  is  hereby  given  under  section  4 
d’  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  (5 
13.  S.  C.  1003)  that  the  Secretary  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  pursuant  to  sections  7  and  8  of 
the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  1912,  as 
amended  ( 7  U.  S.  C.  160, 161 ),  is  consider¬ 
ing  lifting  the  quarantine  prohibiting  the 
importation,  from  all  foreign  countries 
and  localities  into  the  United  States,  of 
any  variety  of  banana  plants  (Musa 
spp.)  or  portions  thereof,  except  the 
fruit  (7  CFR  319.31.  B.  E.  P.  Q  — Q.  3D, 
and  the  quarantine  prohibiting  the 
movement,  from  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico 
into  or  through  any  other  State,  Terri¬ 
tory,  or  District  of  the  United  States,  of 
all  species  and  varieties  of  banana  plants 
(Musa  spp.)  or  portions  thereof  7  CFR 
301.32,  B.  E.  P.  Q  — Q.  32). 

The  purpose  of  Quarantine  No.  31,  was 
to  prevent  the  introduction  of  the  ba¬ 
nana  root  borer  (Cosmopolites  sordidus 
Germ.) .  The  purpose  of  Quarantine  No. 
32  was  to  prevent  the  spread  from  Ha¬ 
waii  and  Puerto  Rico  into  any  other 
"State,  Territory,  or  District  of  a  weevil 
then  known  as  Rhabdocnemis  obscurus 
Boisd.  but  now  called  the  New  Guinea 
sugarcane  weevil  (Rhabdoscelus  obscu¬ 
rus  Bdvl.)  and  another  weevil  known  as 
Metamasius  hemipterus  Linn.,  com¬ 


monly  called  the  West  Indian  cane 
weevil.  Both  quarantines  have  been  in 
effect  since  April  1, 1918. 

When  promulgated,  these  quarantines 
were  designed  to  protect  the  banana  in¬ 
dustry  of  this  country.  Banana  produc¬ 
tion  is  of  importance  in  Hawaii  and 
Puerto  Rico  but  not  on  the  mainland, 
where  banana  plants  are  now  grown 
chiefly  for  ornamental  or  novelty  pur¬ 
poses.  The  banana  root  borer  exists  in 
Puerto  Rico,  and  as  late  as  1944  it  was 
recorded  from  Florida.  There  is  little 
potential  traffic  in  banana  propagating 
material  to  the  United  States,  but  there 
is  an  occasional  effort  to  import  experi¬ 
mentally  parts  of  the  plant  for  industrial 
uses.  Such  importations  are  now  forbid¬ 
den  by  Quarantine  No.  31.  Upon  the  lift¬ 
ing  of  that  quarantine,  the  admission  of 
banana  planting  stock  would  automati¬ 
cally  fall  within  the  provisions  of  Nursery 
Stock,  Plant,  and  Seed  Quarantine  No.  37 
(7  CFR  319.37) ,  which  it  is  believed  would 
afford  adequate  protection  against  the 
further  entry  of  the  banana  root  borer. 
There  appears  to  be,  therefore,  little 
necessity  for  continuing  the  more  severe 
prohibitions  of  the  foreign  banana  plant 
quarantine. 

The  New  Guinea  sugarcane  weevil 
which  occurs  in  Hawaii  and  the  West 
Indian  cane  weevil  which  occurs  in 
Puerto  Rico  are  now  believed  to  be  rela¬ 
tively  unimportant  as  pests  of  banana 
►plants.  Moreover,  the  possibilities  of 
traffic  in  banana  propagating  materials 
In  either  direction  between  Hawaii  and 
Puerto  Rico  are  remote,  and  should  it 
occur  there  is  even  less  likelihood,  in  the 
light  of  current  information,  that  these 


pests  would  be  carried  with  the  ship¬ 
ments.  Furthermore,  in  the  absence  of 
a  Federal  quarantine,  both  Hawaii  and 
Puerto  Rico  would  be  free  to  enforce 
Territorial  or  Insular  quarantine  regu¬ 
lations  on  such  domestic  movement 
should  they  find  the  protection  neces¬ 
sary. 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  arguments  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  this  matter  should  file  the 
same  with  the  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of 
Entomology  and  Plant  Quarantine,  Agri¬ 
cultural  Research  Administration,  U.  S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Washington 
25,  D.  C„  within  20  days  after  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

(Secs.  7,  8,  37  Stat.  317,  318,  as  amended, 
7  U.  S.  C.  160,  161) 

Done  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  25th 
day  of  January  1951. 

[seal]  Charles  F.  Brannan, 
Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1582;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

8:50  a.  m.] 


Production  and  Marketing 
Administration 

[P.  &  S.  Docket  No.  1211] 

St.  Paul  Union  Stockyards  Co. 

NOTICE  OF  SUPPLEMENTAL  PETITION  FOR 
MODIFICATION 

On  January  5,  1951,  the  Judicial  Of¬ 
ficer  issued  an  order  permitting  the  re- 
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spondent  to  make  effective  certain 
temporary  modifications  of  its  charges 
for  the  yarding  and  feeding  of  livestock. 

On  January  24,  1951,  the  respondent 
filed  a  supplemental  petition  requesting 
further  temporary  modifications  of  its 
charges  as  follows: 

( 1 )  To  increase  the  yardage  rates  on 
horses  and  mules  from  70c  per  head  to 
80c  per  head. 

<2 )  To  change  the  schedule  of  charges 
in  connection  with  hog  immunization  as 
set  forth  in  Item  5  of  respondent’s  tariff 
so  as  to  read  as  follows: 

Hog  Immunization 

5.  (a)  All  vaccination  or  castration  of  hogs 
in  these  stockyards  is  subject  to  the  super¬ 
vision  and  regulations  of  the  Bureau  of  Ani¬ 
mal  Industry  of  the  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture  and  The  Live 
Stock  Sanitary  Board  of  the  State  of  Minne¬ 
sota. 

(b)  Facilities  are  provided  by  the  Stock- 
yards  Company  for  the  services  as  set  out  in 
paragraph  (a).  The  owner  or  his  repre¬ 
sentative  will  make  his  own  arrangements 
with  authorized  veterinarians  for  service. 
For  the  use  of  facilities  and  necessary  labor 
for  vaccinating,  temperaturizing,  holding, 
castrating,  removing  tusks,  branding  and 
ear-tagging  hogs,  owner  will  be  assessed  the 
following  charges: 

Cents 
*per  head 

(A)  Temperaturizing  and  holding 

hogs  weighing  under  175  pounds _  12 

(A)  An  additional  12  cents  for  each 

100  pounds  or  fraction  thereof  will 


be  charged  for  hogs  weighing  over 
175  pounds. 

Hogs  temperaturized  but  not  vacci¬ 
nated  (except  rejects) -  5 

Applying  ear  tags  or  rings -  3 

Branding  with  paint _  3 

Castration  of  hogs  weighing  175 

pounds  or  under -  50 


An  additional  50c  for  each  100  pounds 

or  fraction  thereof  will  be  charged 

for  hogs  weighing  over  175  pounds. 

(N)  Removing  tusks  on  hogs: 

When  removed  at  time  of  castra¬ 
tion _  25 

(This  charge  will  be  in  addition  to 
charges  for  castration.) 

When  performed  without  castra¬ 
tion,  the  regular  charges  for  hold¬ 
ing  of  hogs  for  castration  will 
apply  in  addition  to  charge  of..*  25 

Note:  This  Company  will  not  be  respon¬ 
sible  for  loss  of  or  damage  to  animals  re¬ 
sulting  from  the  use  of  the  facilities 
provided  in  the  service  set  out  above. 

(A)  Advance.  (N)  New. 

If  authorized  the  modifications  will 
produce  additional  revenues  for  the  re¬ 
spondent  and  increase  the  cost  of  mar¬ 
keting  to  the  shippers.  Accordingly,  it 
appears  that  this  public  notice  should  be 
given  of  the  filing  of  the  petition  in  order 
that  all  interested  persons  may  have  an 
opportunity  to  be  heard  in  the  matter. 

All  interested  persons  who  desire  to 
be  heard  upon  the  matter  requested  in 
said  petition  shall  notify  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  United  States  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  within  15 
days  from  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  29th 
day  of  January  1951. 

[seal]  Katherine  L.  Mason, 

Hearing  Clerk. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1657;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

8:46  a.  m.] 


[  7  CFR,  Part  925  ] 

(Docket  No.  AO-226 ( 

Handling  of  Milk  in  Puget  Sound, 
Wash.,  Marketing  Area 

NOTICE  OF  RECOMMENDED  DECISION  AND 

OPPORTUNITY  TO  FILE  WRITTEN  EXCEP¬ 
TIONS  THERETO  WITH  RESPECT  TO  PRO¬ 
POSED  MARKETING  AGREEMENT  AND  ORDER 

Pursuant  to  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  as  amended,  governing  pro¬ 
ceedings  to  formulate  marketing  agree¬ 
ments  and  orders  (7  CFR  Part  900), 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  filing  with 
the  Hearing  Clerk  of  this  recommended 
decision  of  the  Assistant  Administrator, 
Production  and  Marketing  Administra¬ 
tion,  United  States  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  with  respect  to  a  proposed 
marketing  agreement  and  order  regulat¬ 
ing  the  handling  of  milk  in  the  Puget 
Sound,  Washington,  marketing  area,  to 
be  made  effective  pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.  S.  C.  601  et  seq.). 

Interested  parties  may  file  exceptions 
to  this  recommended  decision  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk,  Room  1353,  South  Build¬ 
ing,  United  States  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  Washington,  D.  C.,  not  later 
than  the  close  of  business  on  the  20th 
day  after  the  publication  of  this  recom¬ 
mended  decision  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter.  Exceptions  should  be  filed  in 
quadruplicate. 

Preliminary  statement.  A  public  hear¬ 
ing  on  the  record  of  which  the  recom¬ 
mended  marketing  agreement  and  order 
were  formulated  was  called  by  the  Pro¬ 
duction  and  Marketing  Administration, 
United  States  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  following  receipt  of  a  petition  filed 
on  behalf  of  the  United  Dairymen’s  As¬ 
sociation  of  Seattle,  Washington,  and 
was  held  at  Seattle,  Washington,  from 
August  14-September  6,  1950,  pursuant 
to  notice  duly  published  in  the  Federal 
Recister  (15  F.  R.  4508;  Doc.  50-6161; 
15  F.  R.  4694;  Doc.  50-6342).  The  pe¬ 
riod  from  September  6-October  9,  1950 
was  reserved  to  interested  parties  for 
the  filing  of  briefs  on  the  record. 

The  major  issues  developed  at  the 
hearing  were  concerned  with  the  follow¬ 
ing  matters: 

1.  Whether  the  handling  of  milk  pro¬ 
duced  for  the  Puget  Sound  marketing 
area  is  in  the  current  of  interstate  com¬ 
merce  or  directly  burdens,  obstructs  or 
affects  interstate  commerce  in  milk  or 
its  products; 

2.  Whether  the  issuance  of  a  milk 
marketing  agreement  or  order  will  tend 
to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the 
act;  and 

3.  If  an  order  is  issued,  what  its  pro¬ 
visions  should  be.  With  respect  to  this 
issue,  several  primary  points  were  de¬ 
veloped.  These  were  concerned  with: 

(a)  The  proper  size  of  the  marketing 
area; 

(b)  The  propel-  scope  of  regulation; 

(c)  The  classification  of  milk; 

(d)  The  level  of  class  prices  to  be  paid 
and  the  methods  for  determining  such 
prices; 

(e)  The  type  of  pool  to  be  used  in  dis¬ 
tributing  returns  to  producers;  and 

(f)  Administrative  provisions. 


Findings  and  conclusions.  The  follow¬ 
ing  findings  and  conclusions  on  the  ma¬ 
terial  issues  decided  herein  are  hereby 
made  upon  the  basis  of  the  record  of  the 
hearing: 

Character  of  the  commerce.  (1)  The 
handling  of  milk  produced  for  the  Puget 
Sound  marketing  area  is  in  the  current 
of  interstate  commerce  and  directly  bur¬ 
dens.  obstructs,  or  affects  interstate  com¬ 
merce  in  milk  and  its  products. 

There  are  substantial  interstate 
movements  of  milk  produced  for  the 
Puget  Sound  marketing  area  and  of  milk 
products  manufactured  from  such  milk. 
Fresh  fluid  milk  and  frozen  fluid  milk 
processed  in  plants  of  handlers  are  trans¬ 
ported  by  ship  or  van  to  the  Territory 
of  Alaska  for  use  there  by  both  Army 
and  commercial  establishments. 

During  1949  the  Seattle  Quartermaster 
Market  Center  procured  2,892,068  quarts 
of  Grade  A  milk  from  the  area  and  in 
1950,  1,115,366  quarts  (to  August  1). 
Such  milk  was  processed  from  milk  of  the 
type  (Grade  A)  proposed  to  be  covered 
by  the  order  and  in  plants  of  Seattle, 
Everett  and  Tacoma  handlers.  At  least 
90  percent  of  the  volume  of  milk  so  pur¬ 
chased  is  frozen  and  exported  in  paper 
containers  to  Alaska  for  consumption 
there  by  the  Army.  Such  purchases  have 
been  made  by  the  Center  regularly  since 
July  1946. 

A  plant  operated  by  a  cooperative  as¬ 
sociation  of  producers  shipped  by  air  and 
water  209,763  pounds  of  Grade  A  fresh 
and  frozen  fluid  milk  to  commercial  ac¬ 
counts  in  Alaska  between  January  1  and 
June  15,  1950.  Occasional  shipments  of 
Grade  A  milk  have  been  made  also  to  the 
Portland,  Oregon,  market.  Occasional 
shipments  of  Grade  A  milk  to  the  Pull¬ 
man  and  Spokane,  Washington,  markets 
have  been  combined  with,  and  have  en¬ 
tered  into  competition  with,  milk  pro¬ 
duced  in  Idaho.  In  addition,  interstate 
rail  and  airlines,  steamships  and  other 
ocean-going  vessels  are  provisioned  with 
locally  produced  Grade  A  milk. 

When  fluid  milk  plants  located  in  the 
proposed  marketing  area  have  excesses 
of  Grade  A  milk  above  their  needs  for 
fluid  milk  uses,  which  occur  particularly 
during  the  months  of  seasonally  high 
milk  production,  such  excesses  normally 
are  disposed  of  to  manufacturing  milk 
plants  in  the  form  of  milk  where  they 
are  processed  primarily  into  evaporated 
milk,  nonfat  dry  milk  solids,  butter  and 
cheese.  Over  52  million  pounds  were  so 
diverted  to  milk  product  uses  by  coop¬ 
eratives  in  the  area  in  1949  while  more 
than  92  million  were  diverted  by  such 
organizations  up  to  June  15  in  1950. 
The  products  containing  such  milk  are 
shipped  in  large  part  to  other  states  and 
to  foreign  countries.  Some  additional 
Grade  A  milk  is  disposed  of  by  propri¬ 
etary  handlers  ’in  similar  channels. 
Such  milk  products  (butter,  cheese, 
evaporated  milk  and  nonfat  dry  milk 
solids),  produced  in  part  from  Grade  A 
milk  received  by  cooperatives  and  pro¬ 
prietary  handlers  in  the  Puget  Sound 
area,  compete  for  markets  both  locally 
and  in  other  states  w-ith  similar  prod¬ 
ucts  produced  in  other  states.  Substan¬ 
tial  amounts  of  both  Grade  A  milk  in 
fluid  form  and  milk  products  are  sold 
also  to  military  authorities  and  commer¬ 
cial  accounts  on  military  reservations 
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which  have  been  ceded  to  the  United 
States  by  the  State  of  Washington. 

Need  for  order.  (2)  The  issuance  of 
a  marketing  agreement  or  order  will 
tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  act. 

The  problems  encountered  by  pro¬ 
ducers  supplying  the  Puget  Sound  mar¬ 
ket  in  maintaining  a  satisfactory  price 
level  to  all  producers  or  groups  of  pro¬ 
ducers  and  in  providing  an  adequate 
supply  of  milk  are  not  uncommon  in  fluid 
milk  markets.  These  problems  have 
reached  an  acute  state.  They  arise  from 
the  presence  of  factors  of  instability  as 
described  below  and  generally  inherent 
in  the  fluid  milk  industry.  Voluntary 
attempts  of  producers  to  maintain  an 
orderly  market  have  been  disappointing 
and  ineffective. 

Milk  produced  for  the  Puget  Sound 
market  for  consumption  in  fluid  form  as 
Grade  A  milk  must  be  produced  under 
rigid  sanitation  requirements.  Producers 
must  incur  heavy  operating  expenses  not 
only  for  extra  labor  and  equipment  to 
attain  the  required  cleanliness  and  qual¬ 
ity  of  milk  but  also  for  purchased  feed 
to  keep  production  at  the  necessary 
levels  through  the  fall  and  winter  and  for 
transportation  to  assure  prompt,  sani¬ 
tary  and  reliable  delivery  to  the  market. 
For  the  market  as  a  whole  the  demand 
for  milk  for  consumption  as  fluid  milk  is 
relatively  stable.  There  are  other  uses 
of  milk,  such  as  butter,  cheese,  evapo¬ 
rated  milk,  ice  cream,  etc.,  however, 
which  may  be  made  from  “factory”  or 
manufacturing  milk  which  is  not  re¬ 
quired  to  meet  such  high  sanitation 
standards  as  Grade  A  milk.  The  pro¬ 
duction  of  factory  milk  is  less  costly  to 
the  farmer. 

Although  consumer  demand  for  milk 
for  consumption  as  fluid  milk  is  quite 
constant  throughout  the  year,  there  is  a 
wide  seasonal  variation  in  the  produc¬ 
tion  of  milk  eligible  for  such  purposes. 
The  breeding  characteristics  of  dairy 
cattle  and  the  varying  availability  of 
fresh  pasturage  seasonally  causes  pro¬ 
duction  in  the  milkshed  to  follow  a  pro¬ 
nounced  seasonal  cycle.  Vastly  more 
milk  is  produced  in  the  spring  and  sum¬ 
mer  than  in  the  fall  and  winter.  To  meet 
the  winter  requirements  for  Grade  A 
milk  in  fluid  form,  including  a  necessary 
“reserve,”  producers  produce  in  the 
summer  about  twice  as  much  milk  as  is 
needed  for  fluid  consumption,  causing 
extreme  market  surpluses  of  supply  of  a 
seasonal  nature.  The  need  for  a  “re¬ 
serve”  or  “cushion”  of  supply  w’hich  on  a 
market-wide  basis  must  approximate  10 
to  15  percent  of  the  amount  of  milk  sold 
in  fluid  form  is  created  by  the  variation 
in  fluid  milk  consumption  from  day  to 
day  depending  upon  such  factors  as  the 
weather,  6-day  milk  delivery,  and  holi¬ 
days,  and  by  the  existence  of  many  dis¬ 
tributors  operating  independently  of  each 
other,  who  attempt  to  carry  the  neces¬ 
sary  daily  reserves  in  their  varying  oper¬ 
ations.  Since  there  has  been  no  prac¬ 
ticable  way  of  correlating  supplies  to 
fluid  consumption  more  closely,  there 
must  be  available  to  handlers  at  all  time* 
more  milk  than  they  expect  to  sell  for 
fluid  use. 

The  presence  of  market  surplus  above 
fluid  milk  and  cream  needs  caused  by 


these  recurring  conditions  and  from  time 
to  time  by  price  maladjustment  has  pro¬ 
duced  difficult  pricing  and  marketing 
problems.  Significant  also  is  the  fact 
that  milk  is  highly  perishable  and  bulky. 
Because  of  the  latter  characteristics, 
farmers  cannot  retain  milk  on  their 
farms  to  await  favorable  price  condi¬ 
tions.  The  milk  must  be  shipped  every 
day  irrespective  of  whether  prices  are 
favorable  or  unfavorable.  Since  the  to¬ 
tal  supply  of  Grade  A  milk  produced 
cannot  find  a  ready  market  as  fluid  milk, 
particularly  in  flush  periods,  the  surplus 
quantities,  even  though  of  Grade  A 
standard,  must  find  outlets  in  butter, 
cheese  or  other  manufactured  milk 
products  in  competition  with  similar 
products  produced  in  other  production 
areas  or  locally  from  factory  grade  milk, 
and.  therefore,  cannot  command  as  high 
a  price  to  producers  as  milk  disposed  of 
in  fluid  form.  Because  milk  as  a  food 
beverage  has  a  value  higher  than  for 
most  other  uses,  producers  of  Grade  A 
milk  for  the  Puget  Sound  area  strive  in 
competition  for  this  outlet. 

During  and  immediately  following 
World  War  II  there  was  a  shortage  of 
milk  in  this  market.  In  such  period  the 
competition  for  milk  supplies  was  keen. 
Handlers  as  a  group  competed  among 
themselves  and  with  the  proponent  co¬ 
operatives  for  the  available  supply  of 
Grade  A  milk.  Some  handlers  purchased 
milk  from  such  cooperatives,  some 
bought  all  or  nearly  all  of  their  require¬ 
ments  from  independent  producers,  and 
others  purchased  milk  from  both  sources. 
The  proponent  cooperative  associations, 
selling  through  a  single  marketing 
agency,  offered  milk  for  fluid  use  to  han¬ 
dlers  at  a  uniform  price  established  by 
the  agency.  The  proceeds  of  the  sale 
of  milk  by  such  associations  have  been 
“pooled”  and  then  apportioned  among 
the  individual  associations  in  accordance 
with  a  “base  and  surplus”  plan  (addi¬ 
tional  discussion  of  base  and  surplus 
plans  is  set  forth  hereinafter ) .  The  final 
“settling  price”  with  member  producers 
by  the  individual  association  became  the 
major  factor  in  establishing  the  returns 
received  by  all  producers  of  Grade  A  milk 
In  the  segment  of  the  milkshed  in  which 
the  association  had  membership  whether 
the  producer  was  a  member  or  an  inde¬ 
pendent  shipping  to  a  proprietary  han¬ 
dler.  The  price  paid  for  milk  purchased 
by  handlers  from  independent  producers 
tended  to  follow  the  settling  price  of  the 
association  in  the  local  area  of  the  milk¬ 
shed.  Although  variations  in  the  associ¬ 
ations’  monthly  settling  prices  occurred, 
such  variations,  except  those  caused  by 
differences  in  cost  of  plant  operation, 
were  offset  through  the  distribution  to 
the  members  of  (a)  a  thirteenth  check, 
(b)  an  added  increment  in  his  share  of 
ownership  in  the  association  or  its  as¬ 
sets,  or  (c)  a  certificate  of  debt  payable 
at  a  later  date.  The  tendency  of  han¬ 
dlers  to  follow  the  prices  announced 
monthly  by  the  associations  in  the  differ¬ 
ent  parts  of  the  milkshed  resulted  in  the 
payment  to  independent  producers  of 
various  prices  for  milk.  A  substantial 
proportion  of  the  supply  was  being  util¬ 
ized  in  fluid  form  even  in  the  flush  pro¬ 
duction  season  and  little  surplus  re¬ 
mained  to  fall  into  lower-valued  uses. 


Because  the  settling  prices  to  producers 
were  not  widely  different  from  the  fluid 
milk  price  of  the  associations  as  the  re¬ 
sult  of  the  short  supply,  the  situation 
was  not  critical  in  this  period. 

However,  there  have  been  times  since 
when  the  production  of  Grade  A  milk 
has  exceeded  greatly  the  area’s  require¬ 
ments  for  fluid  use.  Volumewise  this 
has  been  caused  mainly  by  the  wide  sea¬ 
sonal  increases  in  production  during  the 
spring  and  summer  months.  However, 
even  in  the  short  production  seasons  of 
1948-1949  and  1949-1950  some  surplus 
above  the  necessary  daily  reserve  re¬ 
quirements  existed.  In  this  situation 
handlers  buying  from  independent  pro¬ 
ducers  have  tended  to  adjust  supplies 
carried  in  their  plants  as  cfbse  as  prac¬ 
ticable  to  actual  short  period  needs  while 
cooperatives,  not  restricting  membership 
or  refusing  to  accept  Grade  A  milk  of¬ 
fered  by  members,  have  been  unable  to 
avoid  assuming  an  increasing  proportion 
of  the  total  surplus  present.  The  larger 
handlers  also  have  tended  to  favor  buy¬ 
ing  from  independent  producers  rather 
than  from  the  proponent  cooperatives 
wherever  possible  even  to  the  extent  of 
developing  additional  sources  of  supply 
instead  of  using  the  existing  facilities 
of  such  cooperatives.  Such  develop¬ 
ments  in  buying  practices,  as  discussed 
more  in  detail  hereafter,  introduced  and 
aggravated  price  variations  and  in. :  ui- 
ties  between  producers  cf  the  essrn-ial 
milk  supply  which,  if  not  corrected,  could 
lead  ultimately  in  this  market  to  the 
kind  of  extreme  competitive  conditions 
that  cause  the  Congress  to  make  avail¬ 
able  the  type  of  regulatory  program  un¬ 
der  consideration  here. 

In  the  fall  of  1949  one  of  the  largest 
companies  stopped  buying  over  11.000 
pounds  of  milk  daily  from  one  of  the  co¬ 
operatives  and  another  dropped  2?  .400 
pounds  daily  from  another  association. 
The  latter  action  alone  reduced  the  as¬ 
sociations’  ability  to  pay  members  by  10 
cents  per  hundredweight.  This  trend 
reached  a  peak  in  May  of  this  year  when 
several  handlers,  including  the  two 
handlers  referred  to,  discontinued  all  re¬ 
ceipts  from  producers  who  had  been  in¬ 
dependent  shippers  but  who  just  previ¬ 
ously  had  joined  a  cooperative  associa¬ 
tion.  This  reduced  the  surplus  carried 
by  such  handlers  in  the  flush  season 
this  year  to  very  small  proportions  as 
compared  with  those  of  the  proponent 
cooperatives.  The  milk  transferred  to 
cooperative  plants  as  the  result  of  this 
action  is  estimated  at  150,000  pounds 
daily,  and  lower-valued  manufactured 
milk  products  provided  the  only  avail¬ 
able  outlet  for  this  milk.  Although  the 
latter  handler  has  resumed  purchases 
through  the  cooperative  marketing 
agency  for  a  volume  of  milk  to  satisfy 
his  needs  in  the  short  production  season 
this  fall  and  winter  (under  a  contract 
to  expire  June  30,  1951,  in  the  middle 
of  the  coming  flush  production  season  > , 
the  proponent  cooperatives  as  a  group 
are  relieved  only  in  part  of  the  dispro¬ 
portionate  share  of  the  surplus  burden 
which  they  must  carry  as  the  result  of 
such  buying  methods  of  proprietary  dis¬ 
tributors. 

It  appears  that  the  ability  of  the  co¬ 
operatives  to  divert  and  utilize  in  the 
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cooperatives’  own  plant  facilities  the 
member  milk  dropped  by  handlers  was 
the  major  factor  responsible  for  prevent¬ 
ing  a  further  decrease  in  the  price 
charged  for  milk  for  fluid  use  in  the 
spring  and  summer  months  of  this  year. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  settling  prices 
of  the  cooperatives  wTere  lowered  by  the 
increase  in  supply  in  the  cooperative  pool 
to  be  disposed  of  in  manufacturing  uses, 
and  this  resulted  in  widening  the  differ¬ 
entials  between  the  settling  prices  and 
the  price  charged  by  the  cooperatives  for 
milk  for  fluid  use.  It  is  recognized  that 
handlers  should  not  be  expected  to  carry 
physically  in  their  plants  more  milk  than 
can  be  handled  reasonably  in  terms  of 
the  plants’  requirements.  It  is  equally 
true,  however,  that  the  lower  returns 
from  either  the  necessary  reserve  or  the 
seasonal  surplus  of  fluid  quality  milk 
must  be  reflected  in  the  price  of  all  such 
milk  irrespective  of  the  plant  in  which  it 
is  received,  if  a  stable  market  is  to  exist. 
Whenever  surpluses  have  occurred,  se¬ 
vere  pressure  has  been  felt  by  the  coop¬ 
eratives  to  lower  their  price  to  handlers 
for  milk  for  fluid  use,  or  in  the  alterna¬ 
tive,  to  lose  their  market  for  fluid  milk, 
since  those  handlers  making  payment  for 
milk  for  fluid  use  at  or  near  the  coopera¬ 
tive  blended  price  have,  under  the  cir¬ 
cumstances,  a  definite  and  substantial 
advantage  in  the  purchase  of  milk  for 
sale  competitively  on  wholesale  and  re¬ 
tail  routes.  Either  path  leads  to  dis¬ 
orderly  marketing  and  results  in  an 
unreasonable  price  situation  for  produc¬ 
ers  as  a  whole.  Extreme  competition  for 
fluid  milk  outlets  has  developed  among 
producers  and,  except  in  times  of  a  real 
shortage  of  milk,  organized  producers 
have  no  apparent  means  to  bring  about 
reasonable  uniformity  in  prices  among 
all  handlers  at  a  satisfactory  level  or  to 
prevent  one  group  of  handlers  from  ob¬ 
taining  milk  for  the  same  purposes  at 
substantially  lower  costs  than  are  paid 
by  others,  and  thus  to  prevent  recur¬ 
rences  of  disorder  in  this  market. 

The  prevailing  buying  practices  have 
resulted  also  in  wide  variations  in  pro¬ 
ducer  returns  both  within  the  ranks  of 
independent  producers  and  between  the 
independent  producers  and  cooperative 
members.  Milk  statements  of  producers 
submitted  for  recent  months  indicate 
that  in  many  instances  independent  pro- 
,  ducers  have  been  paid  higher  returns  per 
hundred  weight  than  cooperative  mem¬ 
bers  in  comparable  circumstances  as  to 
location  and  the  butterfat  test  of  milk. 
A  handler  may  well  be  in  a  position  to 
pay  a  higher  return  to  the  independent 
producer  and  yet  have  a  price  advan¬ 
tage,  in  terms  of  his  own  utilization,  over 
other  handlers  in  the  purchase  of  milk. 
Also,  the  large  companies  purchasing 
milk  from  independent  producers  in 
more  than  one  county  in  the  milkshed 
follow  the  practice  of  paying  different 
returns  to  such  producers  depending  on 
the  county  from  which  the  milk  is  drawn, 
which  variations  are  not  related  strictly 
to  differences  in  transportation  and 
handling  costs.  It  appears  that,  even 
among  handlers  buying  independent 
milk,  the  cost  of  acquiring  milk  varies 
with  the  location  of  the  farms  from 
which  the  particular  handler  draws  his 
supply.  The  higher  returns  paid  to  in- 
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dependent  producers  as  compared  with 
payments  made  by  the  associations  that 
are  based  on  their  smaller  share  of  the 
fluid  milk  market  have  caused  extreme 
dissatisfaction  among  the  member  pro¬ 
ducers  who  represent  between  65  and  85 
percent  of  the  total  number  supplying 
the  market. 

Lack  of  uniformity  among  handlers  in 
the  cost  of  milk  has  made  it  impossible 
during  the  past  12  months  for  handlers 
buying  all  or  most  all  of  their  milk  for 
fluid  use  from  the  proponent  coopera¬ 
tives  to  bid  on  equal  cost  terms  for  the 
large  volume  business  of  supplying  mili¬ 
tary  and  other  public  establishments  in 
the  area.  Because  of  substantial  varia¬ 
tions  in  the  quantities  of  milk  required 
by  these  establishments,  supplying  han¬ 
dlers  need  to  maintain  substantial 
reserve  supplies.  Many  handlers  in  the 
area  rely  on  the  cooperative  plant  facili¬ 
ties  to  handle  the  backlog  supplies. 
After  paying  for  their  milk  the  fluid 
milk  price  of  the  cooperatives,  such  han¬ 
dlers  cannot  compete  effectively  with 
handlers  who  have  a  price  advantage 
buying  independently.  A  similar  situa¬ 
tion  has  existed  also  in  the  wholesale 
market  generally. 

In  the  face  of  increasing  costs  writh 
respect  to  certain  important  items  in 
the  production  of  milk,  such  as  feed  and 
farm  labor,  a  restriction  of  the  labor 
supply,  and  improve  alternative  oppor¬ 
tunities,  all  resulting  in  a  curtailment  of 
production  in  the  milkshed  during  the 
past  summer,  the  proponent  coopera¬ 
tives  indicated  their  intention  to  raise 
their  selling  price  of  milk  for  fluid  use 
from  $4.75  to  $5.56  per  hundredweight.1 
It  may  be  possible  in  view  of  currently 
existing  short  season  supply  and  demand 
conditions  for  producers  to  maintain  the 
increased  price  level  for  a  temporary 
period.  However,  an  increased  price  at 
this  time  constitutes  no  complete  or 
lasting  remedy  for  recurring  unstable 
market  conditions.  The  market  has  no 
framework  for  orderly  price  making  at 
such  times  as  surpluses  are  the  domi¬ 
nating  factor  in  price  determination. 
Past  experience  indicates  that  the  incli¬ 
nation  of  handlers  to  carry  on  bargain¬ 
ing  negotiations  with  the  cooperatives 
which  will  assure  cooperative  members  a 
proportionate  share  of  the  higher¬ 
valued  market  for  milk  for  fluid  con¬ 
sumption  depends  to  a  large  extent  on 
their  inability  to  obtain  adequate  sup¬ 
plies  elsewhere  and  on  the  existence  of  a 
shortage  of  total  supply  for  the  market. 
Under  the  conditions  described,  the  res¬ 
toration  of  an  orderly  market"  for  all 
producers,  including  members  of  co¬ 
operatives,  appears  unlikely  by  volun¬ 
tary  means.  From  the  experience  of 
this  market,  as  well  as  that  of  large  ur¬ 
ban  markets  generally,  it  is  concluded 
that  a  fair  division  of  the  returns  from 
fluid  milk  sales  among  all  producers 
supplying  the  market  and  an  equitable 
sharing  of  the  lower  returns  from  the 
necessary  reserve  and  seasonal  excesses 
is  essential  for  the  maintenance  of  stable 
market  conditions.  The  adoption  of  the 


1  Official  notice  is  taken  that  the  prevailing 
price  of  milk  used  for  fluid  milk  in  Seattle 
has  been  increased  since  the  hearing  to  $5.56 
per  hundredweight. 


classified  price  plan  based  on  the  au¬ 
dited  utilization  of  handlers  and  a 
market-wide  pool  will  effectively  accom¬ 
plish  this  purpose.  The  record  discloses 
also  that  producers  lack  detailed  market 
information  which  is  important  to  the 
efficient  marketing  of  milk  and  in  ar¬ 
riving  at  reasonable  price  levels.  Prices 
are  being  established  at  present  with 
limited  milk  production  and  consump¬ 
tion  data.  Under  an  order,  more  com¬ 
plete  information  would  become  avail¬ 
able  to  all  intefested  parties  and  would 
provide  the  background  for  price-mak¬ 
ing  under  public  procedures  which  afford 
opportunity  to  consider  complete  and 
reliable  marketing  information  and 
which  encourage  a  full  expression  of 
views  by  all  concerned. 

It  is  concluded,  therefore,  that  the  is¬ 
suance  of  a  marketing  agreement  and 
order  for  the  Puget  Sound  marketing 
area  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  declared 
policy  of  the  act,  namely,  to  establish 
and  maintain,  by  means  of  the  regula¬ 
tory  provisions  expressly  provided  for  in 
the  act  for  such  purposes,  such  orderly 
marketing  conditions  in  such  area  as  will 
tend  to  establish  prices  to  the  producers 
of  milk  for  the  marketing  area  at  a  level 
as  will  reflect  the  factors  set  forth  in 
section  8c  (18)  of  the  act,  insure  a  suffi¬ 
cient  quantity  of  pure  and  wholesome 
jnilk  for  the  marketing  area,  protect  the 
interests  of  the  consumer,  and  be  in  the 
public  interest. 

Marketing  area.  (3)  (a)  The  market¬ 
ing  area  should  be  defined  to  include  all 
territory  lying  (a)  west  of  range  8E  in 
Whatcom,  Skagit,  Snohomish,  and  King 
Counties;  (b)  west  of  range  8E  and 
north  of  township  18W,  in  Pierce  County, 
except  the  islands  of  Anderson,  McNeil 
and  Fox  and  the  peninsulas  on  which 
Gig  Harbor  and  Lake  Bay  are  located 
northward  to  the  Kitsap  County  line; 
(c)  within  Thurston  County;  (d)  west  of 
range  5E  in  Lewis  County;  (e)  east  of 
range  10W  and  north  of  township  12N 
in  Pacific  County;  and  (f )  south  of  town¬ 
ship  19W  in  Grays  Harbor  County,  all 
in  the  State  of  Washington.  As  used  in 
the  definition,  “territory”  would  include 
all  municipal  corporations;  Federal  mili¬ 
tary  reservations,  facilities  and  installa¬ 
tions,  and  State  institutions  lying  wholly 
or  partly  within  the  above-described 
area. 

The  major  fluid  milk  markets  in  the 
Puget  Sound  marketing  area,  as  defined 
in  the  attached  order,  are  the  cities  of 
Seattle  and  Tacoma.  The  smaller  mar¬ 
kets  proposed  for  coverage  in  addition 
to  Seattle  and  Tacoma,  and  the  plants 
from  which  a  substantial  portion  of  their 
supplies  of  milk  are  drawn,  however,  are 
an  integral  part  of  the  business  of  milk 
handling  and  distribution  in  the  latter 
cities.  Most  of  the  Grade  A  milk  for 
local  distribution  in  communities  of  the 
marketing  area  other  than  Seattle  and 
Tacoma  comes  from  plant  sources  which 
al§o  supply  handlers  operating  in  the 
latter  two  cities.  Milk  is  furnished  from 
country  plants  in  Whatcom  County  to 
distribution  plants  in  communities  in 
such  county  and  also  to  plants  in  Seat¬ 
tle.  Similarly  country  plants  in  Skagit 
and  Snohomish  Counties  supply  milk  to 
both  local  distributing  plants  and  to 
Seattle  plants.  As  increased  supplies 
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above  “direct-shipped”  quantities  are 
needed  in  Seattle  and  Tacoma  season¬ 
ally,  the  added  milk  comes  for  the  most 
part  from  plants  located  in  Whatcom 
and  Skagit  Counties.  A  plant  in  King 
County  sends  bulk  milk  regularly  to 
Seattle  and  distributes  bottled  milk  lo¬ 
cally  in  Enumclaw.  Tacoma,  Olympia, 
and  Puyallup  plants  are  supplied 
throughout  the  year  with  milk  from  a 
receiving,  or  country,  plant  in  Lewis 
County.  The  latter  plant  is  also  the 
primary  source  of  supply  for  certain  han¬ 
dlers  distributing  in  markets  in  Lewis 
and  Pacific  Counties.  A  plant  at  Satsop 
in  Grays  Harbor  County  furnishes  milk 
to  buyers  in  Hoquiam,  Aberdeen,  Monte- 
sano,  Fort  Lewis,  Tacoma,  and  other 
communities  in  the  proposed  area.  Milk 
assembled  at  a  loading  platform  at  Elma 
is  sometimes  received  at  the  Aberdeen 
plant  of  a  handler  for  use  in  serving 
Grays  Harbor  County  outlets  for  bottled 
milk  and  at  other  times  is  shipped  to  a 
plant  of  such  handler  at  Seattle  for  bot¬ 
tling  purposes.  Milk  qualified  for  sale 
in  fluid  form  in  one  part  of  the  market¬ 
ing  area  is  equally  qualified  for  sale  in 
other  segments  of  the  area  with  the  ex¬ 
ception  that  milk  for  sale  in  fluid  form 
in  Grays  Harbor  County  must  meet 
health  requirements  slightly  at  variance 
with  those  in  other  communities  cov¬ 
ered.  Such  difference  in  requirements, 
however,  is  not  a  barrier  to  the  disposi¬ 
tion  of  milk  from  plants  located  in  Grays 
Harbor  County  to  plants  serving  other 
counties. 

The  milk  distribution  routes,  as  well  as 
the  procurement  areas,  of  handlers  in 
the  larger  communities  of  the  macketing 
area  overlap  to  an  appreciable  extent. 
This  is  becoming  increasingly  so  as  pop¬ 
ulation  between  the  cities  grows.  Everett 
distributors  sell  in  King  County,  even 
within  the  city  limits  of  Seattle.  Ta¬ 
coma  and  Seattle  handlers  both  serve  a 
residential  area  between  Seattle  and 
Tacoma.  A  handler  at  Auburn  distrib¬ 
utes  locally  and  in  Seattle,  and  in  other 
markets  in  the  proposed  area.  One 
Seattle  handler,  selling  through  83  store 
outlets  in  the  marketing  area,  distributes 
in  nearly  all  of  the  sizable  communities, 
such  as  Tacoma,  Seattle,  Everett, 
Olympia,  Burlington,  and  Bellingham, 
milk  processed  in  a  Seattle  plant.  An¬ 
other  large  handler  distributes  out  of  its 
Bremerton  and  Tacoma  plants  milk 
which  is  processed  at  its  Seattle  plant. 
Handlers,  both  proprietary  and  cooper¬ 
ative,  in  Seattle,  Tacoma  and  other  parts 
of  the  marketing  area  compete  for  the 
bid  business  of  the  jnilitary  reservations 
and  other  Federal  procurement  agencies 
in  the  Puget  Sound  area.  In  view  of  the 
above  circumstances,  it  is  concluded  that 
the  entire  area  described  should  be  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  defined  marketing  area. 

The  record  contains  proposals  to  in¬ 
clude  also  in  the  marketing  area  the 
Counties  of  Kitsap,  Mason,  Clallam  and 
Jefferson  on  the  Olympic  Peninsula  and 
the  eastern  half  of  Whatcom  County. 
The  inclusion  of  Kitsap  and  Mason 
Counties  is  not  required  to  deal  with 
the  problems  at  issue.  The  bulk  of  the 
milk  sold  in  the  latter  counties  is  pro¬ 
duced  and  distributed  locally.  Their  in¬ 
clusion  at  this  time  would  do  little  to 
aid  the  producers  .who  produce  milk  pri¬ 


marily  for  such  counties  or  to  assist  in 
stabilizing  conditions  in  Seattle,  Tacoma, 
and  other  markets  on  the  eastern  side 
of  Puget  Sound.  Clallam  and  Jefferson 
Counties  are  only  sparsely  populated  ex¬ 
cept  for  a  few  small  port  communities. 
Much  of  such  area  is  composed  of  wil¬ 
derness  and  cut-over  timberland. 
There  is  no  serious  competition  for 
markets  in  such  counties  by  handlers 
distributing  from  plants  east  of  Puget 
Sound.  Similarly  the  area  east  of  range 
8E  in  Whatcom  County  is  largely  an  un¬ 
populated  area  and  lacks  important  out¬ 
lets  for  fluid  milk.  Since  it  is 
appropriate  to  establish  a  boundary  line 
for  the  marketing  area  at  a  logical  point 
which  will  give  due  consideration  to  the 
problems  as  shown  by  the  record,  it  is 
not  considered  feasible  to  include  such 
counties  on  the  Olympic  Peninsula  or 
the  area  east  of  range  8E  in  Whatcom 
County  on  the  evidence  presented. 

Scope  of  regulation,  (b)  The  mini¬ 
mum  class  prices  established  should  ap¬ 
ply  only  to  milk  (exclusive  of  milk  of 
producer-handlers  as  hereinafter  indi¬ 
cated)  which  is  qualified  under  appli¬ 
cable  health  authority  regulations  for 
consumption  as  fluid  milk,  fluid  milk 
products,  and  cream  in  the  marketing 
area,  and  only  to  that  portion  of  the 
milk  so  qualified  which  is  either  actually 
so  utilized  in  the  marketing  area  or  is 
produced  primarily  for  and  constitutes 
a  part  of  the  necessary  reserve  supply 
for  the  marketing  area.  Only  those 
farmers  producing  milk  meeting  such 
conditions  should  be  considered  to  be 
producers  of  milk  to  which  the  minimum 
class  prices  apply,  and  to  be  producers 
eligible  to  share,  under  the  market-wide 
pool,  in  the  returns  from  the  sale  of 
milk  for  fluid  purposes  by  being  given 
assurance  of  payment  for  their  base 
milk  at  not  less  than  the  uniform  price 
for  base  milk. 

The  establishment  of  minimum  prices 
for  milk  which  are  required  to  be  paid 
by  handlers,  and  the  distribution  to  pro¬ 
ducers  of  the  returns  from  the  sale  of 
milk  by  means  of  a  market-wide  pool 
as  herein  provided,  make  it  necessary 
to  identify  rather  precisely  (a)  the  milk 
to  which  such  minimum  prices  apply, 
and  (b>  the  farmers  or  producers  who 
are  to  share  in  the  returns  from  the  sale 
of  milk  for  which  minimum  prices  are 
established.  Primarily  for  this  purpose 
an  order  should  include  definitions  of 
“dairy  farmer,”  “producer,”  “fluid  milk 
plant,”  “country  plant,”  “nonpool  plant,” 
“producer  milk”  and  “other  source  milk.” 

It  is  also  necessary,  of  course,  to  define 
the  term  “handler”  essentially  for  the 
purpose  of  identifying  those  persons  on 
whom  obligations  and  requirements  are, 
or  may  be,  imposed  by  the  order,  includ¬ 
ing  the  obligation  to  pay  the  minimum 
prices  established.  It  is  provided,  how¬ 
ever,  that  a  “producer-handler”  shall  be 
exempt  from  all  the  regulatory  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  order  except  that  requiring 
the  filing  of  reports  as  requested  by  the 
market  administrator.  The  producer- 
handler  maintains  control  of  his  milk 
until  ultimate  disposition  and  in  this 
respect  his  situation  is  entirely  different 
from  the  regular  producer  whose  milk  is 
marketed  through  a  handler.  On  the 
other  hand,  such  persons  frequently 


change  their  status  and  it  is  necessary 
for  the  market  administrator  to  have 
authority  to  require  reports  from  the 
producer-handler  in  order  to  verify  his 
continued  status  as  such  as  well  as  to 
supplement  other  market  information. 
The  proponent  cooperatives  proposed 
the  pooling  and  pricing  of  milk  of  pro¬ 
ducer-handlers  (who  do  not  receive  milk 
from  other  producers)  in  the  same  man¬ 
ner  as  producer  milk  received  by  other 
handlers.  The  testimony  of  several  wit¬ 
nesses  indicates,  however,  that  this 
would  add  to  the  administrative  burden 
without  assisting  in  a  substantial  meas¬ 
ure  to  a  solution  of  the  market  difficulties 
of  which  proponents  complain. 

The  Washington  State  Uniform  Fluid 
Milk  Act,  together  with  county  and 
municipal  milk  ordinances  and  codes,  re¬ 
quires  that  milk  for  consumption  in  the 
marketing  area  in  the  form  of  milk  and 
the  milk  products  defined  herein 
(§  925.41  (a) )  as  Class  I  milk  be  derived 
exclusively  from  Grade  A  milk.  Such 
laws  and  regulations  prescribe  the  con¬ 
ditions  under  which  such  milk  may  be 
produced  and  distributed.  In  general, 
however,  any  Grade  A  milk  is  eligible 
for  distribution  within  the  marketing 
area,  insofar  as  health  authority  regula¬ 
tions  are  concerned,  regardless  of 
whether  or  not  it  was  produced  primarily 
for,  and  as  a  part  of  the  regular  supply 
for,  markets  within  the  marketing  area. 

Virtually  all  milk  utilized  as  Class  I 
milk  in  the  marketing  area  during  recent 
years,  however,  has  come  from  farms  and 
plants  locat?d  within  and  immediately 
adjacent  to  the  marketing  area,  or  on  the 
Olympic  peninsula.  With  or  without  an 
order  regulating  the  handling  of  milk 
in  the  Puget  Sound  area,  there  appears 
to  be  no  immediate  necessity  for  or 
prospect  of  expanding  the  area  from 
which  current  requirements  of  Grade  A 
milk  are  obtained  because  of  relatively 
large  potential  supplies  within  the  area. 
While  it  is  not  the  purpose  of  the  order  to 
prescribe  the  area  from  which  milk  may 
be  obtained  for  distribution  in  the  mar¬ 
keting  area,  it  must  be  recognized  that 
a  market-wide  pooling  arrangement  is 
subject  to  certain  abuses  against  which 
reasonable  safeguards  must  be  provided. 

The  institution  of  a  market-wide  pool 
could  create  incentive  for  producers 
and  handlers  who  had  not  previously 
supplied  milk  for  the  marketing  area  to 
become  eligible  to  share  in  the  Class  I 
sales  of  the  market  without  actually 
supplying  the  market  with  fluid  milk  or 
assuming  any  responsibility  for  mainte¬ 
nance  of  the  necessary  reserve  supply. 
Such  a  development  would  not  only  fail 
to  contribute  to  the  orderly  marketing 
of  milk  in  the  area  or  to  any  of  the  pur¬ 
poses  sought  to  be  accomplished  by  the 
order  but  would  tend  to  conflict  with 
such  objectives.  On  the  other  hand,  all 
sources  from  which  milk  is  obtained  as 
a  necessary  part  of  the  supply  for  the 
area  during  the  season  of  lowest  pro¬ 
duction  should  be  entitled  to  participa¬ 
tion  in  the  pool  on  a  year-round  basis. 
Otherwise,  milk  from  producers  in  out¬ 
lying  areas  most  distant  from  the  centers 
of  population  within  the  area  and 
needed  during  the  season  of  shortest  pro¬ 
duction  would  have  to  continue  to  be 
distributed  in  the  aiva  at  times  when 
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the  necessary  supply  could  be  obtained 
more  economically  and  efficiently  from 
nearby  sources.  It  seems  apparent, 
however,  that  no  significant  abuse  will 
result  from  permitting,  without  restric¬ 
tion,  participation  in  the  pool  on  a  year- 
round  basis  of  all  Grade  A  milk  received 
at  plants  within  the  present,  and  his¬ 
torical,  supply  area. 

Accordingly,  “producer  milk”  (in¬ 
tended  to  identify  the  milk  for  which 
minimum  prices  are  required  to  be  paid) 
is  defined  as  Grade  A  milk  received  at 
(or  caused  to  be  diverted  from)  either  a 
“fluid  milk  plant’’  or  a  “country  plant.” 
The  terms  “fluid  milk  plant”  and  “coun¬ 
try  plant”  in  turn  are  defined  in  a  man¬ 
ner  designed  to  include  all  of  those  plant 
sources,  and  only  those  sources,  of  Grade 
A  milk  which  in  the  past  have  been,  or 
in  the  future  may  become,  an  integral 
part  of  the  year-round  supply  for  the 
marketing  area.  As  these  terms  are  de¬ 
fined,  all  Grade  A  milk  received  directly 
from  producers  at  a  plant  located  in  the 
marketing  area,  duly  approved  by  health 
authorities,  and  from  which  milk  in  the 
form  of  fluid  milk,  fluid  milk  products  or 
cream  is  distributed  within  the  market¬ 
ing  area  would  be  milk  to  which  the 
minimum  class  prices  apply,  and  such 
producers  would  be  eligible  to  receive  the 
minimum  payments  established.  The 
definition  of  this  type  of  plant  (fluid 
milk  plant)  is  designed,  by  being  appli¬ 
cable  only  to  plants  located  in  the  mar¬ 
keting  area,  to  include  only  those  plants 
customarily  and  regularly  engaged  in  the 
distribution  of  milk  and  cream  in  the 
usual  manner  within  the  marketing  area. 
All  of  such  plants  currently  known  to 
exist  are  located  w’ithin  the  marketing 
area.  Furthermore,  an  out-of-the-area 
plant  w'hich  might  later  engage  in  direct 
distribution  in  the  area  would  be  eligible 
for  pool  participation  as  a  country  plant 
on  the  same  basis  as  a  plant  similarly 
located  from  which  bulk  shipments  were 
made  to  a  fluid  milk  plant  in  the  market¬ 
ing  area. 

Distribution,  in  this  connection,  is  in¬ 
tended  to  include  but  not  to  be  limited  to 
delivery  on  wholesale  or  retail  routes,  or 
delivery  at  the  plant  or  plant  store,  in 
customary  consumer  packages  to  various 
types  of  consumers  such  as  homes,  stores, 
hotels,  restaurants,  or  miscellaneous 
other  establishments  which  themselves 
are  not  primarily  engaged  in  the  han¬ 
dling  and  processing  of  milk  or  milk 
products. 

It  is  apparent  that  the  total  volume  of 
Grade  A  milk  produced  and  received  at 
plants  in  the  territory  from  which  the 
marketing  area  is  currently,  and  histori¬ 
cally  has  been,  supplied  (the  marketing 
area  and  the  Olympic  peninsula)  is  an 
integral  part  of  the  supply  for  the  mar¬ 
keting  area.  That  being  the  case,  it  is 
concluded  that  all  such  milk  received  at 
plants  approved  for  the  receiving  of  milk 
qualified  for  consumption  within  the 
marketing  area  should  be  included  in  the 
pool  on  a  year-round  basis.  It  seems 
inevitable  that  the  imposition  of  restric¬ 
tions  designed  to  exclude  any  of  such 
milk  from  the  pool  would  merely  result  in 
modification  of  the  manner  in  which  it 
was  marketed  and  handled  so  as  to  com¬ 
ply  with  the  restrictions  imposed.  Such 
modifications  made  merely  for  that  pur¬ 


pose  w’ould  be  unlikely  to  be  in  the  direc¬ 
tion  of  more  orderly  marketing  and  effi¬ 
cient  handling. 

The  limitations  on  pool  participation 
embodied  in  the  proviso  of  the  definition 
of  “country  plant”  should  apply  only  to 
plants  located  outside  of  the  area  from 
which  Grade  A  milk  is  currently,  or  his¬ 
torically  has  been,  supplied  to  the  mar¬ 
keting  area.  Since  such  plants  have  no 
record  of  having  supplied  the  market¬ 
ing  area  with  Grade  A  milk,  they  should 
be  included  in  the  market-wide  pool 
under  the  order  only  in  those  months 
in  W’hich  they  either  actually  supply  a 
substantial  quantity  of  milk  to  the  area 
or  may  reasonably  be  considered  to  con¬ 
stitute  an  integral  part  of  the  necessary 
reserve  supply.  Pursuant  to  the  coun¬ 
try  plant  definition,  a  plant  not  located 
in  the  current  production  area  would 
be  included  in  the  pool  in  the  months  of 
October,  November  and  December  of  any 
year  (period  of  seasonally  lowest  produc¬ 
tion)  if  50  percent  or  more  of  the  milk 
received  at  the  plant  directly  from  pro¬ 
ducers  wTas  either  distributed  as  Class  I 
milk  within  the  marketing  area  or 
shipped  in  the  form  of  milk  to  a  fluid 
milk  plant.  A  plant  supplying  the  mar¬ 
keting  area  w’ith  at  least  50  percent  of 
the  milk  received  directly  from  dairy 
farmers  for  the  entire  period  of  October 
through  December  would  be  eligible  for 
pool  participation  without  additional  re¬ 
quirements  during  the  following  months 
of  January  through  September.  A  plant 
supplying  the  marketing  area  with  less 
than  50  percent  of  its  receipts  in  the 
season  of  shortest  production  is  a  source 
primarily  for  some  other  market.  Such 
a  plant  could  nevertheless  participate  in 
the  pool  during  any  of  the  following 
months  of  January  through  September 
if  20  percent  or  more  of  the  milk  received 
from  producers  at  the  plant  was  either 
distributed  directly  in  the  marketing  area 
or  shipped  to  a  fluid  milk  plant  in  the 
area.  Withdrawal  from  the  market  of 
the  milk  received  at  a  particular  plant 
during  the  relatively  high  production 
months  of  February  through  September 
wrould  not  be  likely  to  seriously  threaten 
the  marketing  area  with  an  insufficient 
supply.  There  seems  to  be  no  justifica¬ 
tion,  therefore,  for  not  permitting  volun¬ 
tary  withdrawal  of  any  country  plant 
from  the  pool  during  that  period. 

If  milk  other  than  producer  milk  as 
defined  and  to  which  minimum  class 
prices  apply  is  distributed  W’ithin  the 
marketing  area,  it  is  necessary  to  require 
payments  to  be  made  into  the  producer- 
settlement  fund  on  such  milk  in  order  to 
maintain  reasonable  uniformity  of  cost  of 
milk  and  equity  among  handlers,  and  to 
avoid  undue  displacement  of  producer 
milk  in  Class  I  by  milk  from  other  sources 
wuthout  offsetting  compensation.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  there  is  included  in  §  925.70  of 
the  order  a  provision  for  including  in  the 
value  of  milk  computed  for  each  handler 
a  payment  at  the  difference  between  the 
Class  I  price  and  the  Class  II  price  per 
hundredweight  of  Class  I  milk  which  is 
either  distributed  on  such  routes  within 
the  marketing  area  or,  in  the  case  of  a 
handler  receiving  milk  from  producers, 
which  is  “other  source  milk”  received  by 
him  in  excess  of  his  total  volume  of  Class 
II  milk 


Classification  of  milk,  (c)  Tw’O  classes 
of  milk  should  be  established. 

Class  I  milk  should  include  skim  milk 
and  butterfat  disposed  of  in  fluid  form 
as  milk  or  skim  milk,  flavored  milk  and 
milk  drinks,  cream,  and  cream  products. 
It  should  include  also  all  skim  milk  and 
butterfat  not  specifically  accounted  for 
as  Class  II  milk,  except  fo;*  a  reasonable 
allowance  for  shrinkage  associated  with 
Class  II  milk  operations.  Class  II  milk 
should  include  skim  milk  and  butterfat 
used  in  manufactured  milk  products  such 
as  cottage  cheese,  ice  cream,  evaporated 
milk,  Cheddar  cheese,  nonfat  dry  milk 
solids,  aerated  cream  products,  etc.,  and 
a  reasonable  shrinkage  allowance. 

Milk  disposed  of  in  fluid  form  and 
certain  products  of  milk,  including  cream 
and  cream  products  for  consumption  in 
fluid  form,  are  required  under  the  health 
regulations  in  effect  in  the  marketing 
area  to  be  made  from  Grade  A  milk.  The 
extra  expense  necessary  to  produce  milk 
for  these  purposes  warrants  their  inclu¬ 
sion  in  Class  I  milk  to  be  priced  above 
the  price  level  for  milk  for  Class  II  uses. 
The  products  included  in  Class  II  milk 
are  those  which  are  not  required  under 
the  applicable  health  regulations  to  be 
processed  from  Grade  A  milk.  Such 
products,  although  they  may  contain 
Grade  A  milk,  must  be  disposed  of  in  the 
same  competitive  field  as  products  made 
from  factory  or  manufacturing  milk.  It 
is  considered  necessary  to  permit  the 
free  movement  of  any  excess  milk  into 
manufacturing  channels  without  bur¬ 
densome  competitive  disadvantage  to 
handlers  when  producer  receipts  are  in 
excess  of  the  market  needs  for  Grade  A 
milk  for  fluid  uses. 

Two  proposals  for  classifying  milk 
"shrinkage”  were  offered.  One  w’ould 
classify  all  unaccounted-for  milk,  includ¬ 
ing  operating  shrinkage,  in  Class  I  milk; 
the  other  would  classify  in  Class  II  milk 
unaccounted-for  milk  in  an  amount  up 
to  3  percent  of  the  total  volume  of  pro¬ 
ducer  milk  and  other  source  milk  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  handler,  and  any  remaining 
quantity  in  Class  I  milk. 

In  paying  for  factory  grade  milk,  local 
manufacturing  plants  pay  a  stated  price 
per  hundredweight  of  milk  received  from 
dairy  farmers  and  thus  the  same  price 
for  the  shrinkage  associated  with  such 
milk  as  for  that  portion  disposed  of  in 
products  made.  The  inevitable  shrink¬ 
age  which  results  from  the  manufacture 
of  milk  products  is  reflected  in  the  level 
of  prices  paid  to  dairy  farmers  for  the 
milk  received  by  these  manufacturing 
plants.  The  bulk  of  Grade  A  milk  dis¬ 
posed  of  in  the  uses  covered  by  Class  II 
milk  is  diverted  to  manufacturing  plants 
where  it  is  commingled  with  factory  milk 
in  the  production  of  milk  products  such 
as  butter,  cheese,  evaporated  milk,  and 
nonfat  dry  milk  solids.  The  price  paid 
for  such  milk  is  equivalent  to  the  pre¬ 
vailing  price  to  dairy  farmers  for  factory 
milk.  It  must  be  presumed  that  a  given 
volume  of  Grade  A  milk  so  processed  re¬ 
sults  in  a  yield  of  product  no  less  than 
that  produced  from  factory  milk  of  sim¬ 
ilar  solids  content.  It  is  reasonable  to 
presume  that  the  normal  shrinkage  re¬ 
sulting  from  the  manufacture  of  Class 
II  milk  products  will  not  exceed  3  per¬ 
cent  of  the  skim  milk  and  butterfat  so 
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utilized.  Handlers  who  purchase  Grade 
A  milk  for  Class  II  products,  such  as  ice 
cream  and  cottage  cheese,  to  be  made 
in  fluid  milk  plants  customarily  pay  a 
price  for  such  milk,  f.  o.  b.  the  seller’s 
plant,  at  least  as  high  as  the  going  price 
paid  to  dairy  farmers  at  representative 
manufacturing  plants  in  the  milkshed. 
Further,  the  Class  II  price  formula  set 
forth  in  the  order  is  designed  to  produce 
a  price  level  for  Class  II  milk  products 
substantially  equivalent  to  representa¬ 
tive  manufacturing  milk  prices  in  the 
production  area.  It  is  concluded  that 
equity  among  handlers  with  respect  to 
customary  shrinkage  on  Class  II  opera¬ 
tions  will  result  from  the  application 
of  the  Class  II  price  to  skim  milk  and 
butterfat  actually  utilized  in  milk  prod¬ 
ucts  covered  by  Class  II  milk  as  defined 
under  the  order  in  conjunction  with  an 
allowance  in  such  class  for  actual 
shrinkage  up  to  3  percent  of  such  skim 
milk  and  butterfat. 

Some  shrinkage,  percentagewise  ordi¬ 
narily  a  lesser  amount  than  results  from 
the  manufacture  of  the  products  covered 
by  Class  II  milk,  will  result  also  from 
Class  I  operations.  The  record  indicates 
that  in  the  past  handlers  purchasing  milk 
from  producers  at  the  Class  I  price 
established  by  the  proponent  cooperative 
associations  have  paid  such  price  without 
discount,  or  special  allowance,  of  any 
kind  for  the  portion  of  such  milk  lost  in 
shrinkage.  Also,  both  of  the  order  pro¬ 
posals  submitted  contemplate  that  ab¬ 
normal  losses  of  milk  from  any  operation 
would  be  priced  as  Class  I  milk.  In 
order  to  achieve  equity  among  handlers 
with  respect  to  the  price  of  milk  lost  in 
shrinkage  resulting  directly  from  Class  I 
operations  and  to  avoid  an  excessively 
generous  allowance  (above  that  discussed 
above)  in  Class  II  milk  for  shrinkage 
which  normally  results  from  Class  II 
operations,  it  is  concluded  that  the  above 
pricing  practice  followed  by  the  associa¬ 
tions  in  selling  milk  to  certain  handlers 
for  fluid  purposes  should  be  extended  to 
all  handlers.  Thus,  all  unaccounted-for 
milk  other  than  actual  shrinkage  in 
Class  II  operations  within  the  specified 
limits  should  be  classified  as  Class  I  milk. 
Shrinkage  on  other  source  milk  uTill  be 
deducted,  however,  from  the  lowest  avail¬ 
able  use  classification  under  the  alloca¬ 
tion  provisions  since  other  source  milk  is 
deducted  on  the  basis  of  receipts  rather 
than  on  product  use. 

In  the  case  of  transfers  or  diversions  of 
milk,  it  is  provided  that  the  responsibility 
for  correct  classification  be  placed  on  the 
handler  who  first  receives  the  milk  from 
producers.  In  the  event  milk  is  trans¬ 
ferred  without  adequate  proof  of  utiliza¬ 
tion,  such  milk  will  be  classified  as  Class  I 
milk.  Administratively  a  method  of 
classifying  milk  transferred  between 
plants  of  different  types  is  necessary 
since  such  transactions  are  frequent. 
In  this  connection  the  necessity  for  pro¬ 
viding  price  differentials  between  dis¬ 
tricts  within  the  marketing  area  by 
means  of  “location  adjustments"  (later 
discussed)  creates  a  need  for  specific 
methods  of  classifying  milk  transferred 
between  plants  in  the  districts  where  the 
location  adjustment  applies  and  plants  in 
the  district  having  no  such  adjustment 
in  order  that  the  producers’  uniform 


price  will  not  be  reduced  by  excessive 
allowances  for  the  transportation  of 
milk.  The  method  adopted  offers  the 
simplest  and  most  feasible  solution  to  the 
matter  of  accounting  correctly  for  such 
milk. 

It  is  necessary  further  to  fix  some  rea¬ 
sonable  distance  beyond  which  the  mar¬ 
ket  administrator  is  not  required  to  send 
auditors  to  verify  the  utilization  of  milk. 
The  record  does  not  disclose  shipments 
of  milk,  skim  milk,  or  cream  from  Grade 
A  milk  for  manufacturing  to  locations 
outside  the  defined  marketing  area  or 
the  counties  of  Clallam,  Jefferson,  Grays 
Harbor,  Kitsap  Island,  or  Mason  in  the 
State  of  Washington  although  ship¬ 
ments  for  emergency  fluid  use  to  such 
markets  as  Pullman,  Spokane,  and  Port¬ 
land  have  been  made.  There  are  ade¬ 
quate  facilities  within  the  marketing 
area  and  the  above-named  counties  to 
absorb  all  the  surplus  associated  with 
supplies  of  Grade  A  milk  produced  for 
the  marketing  area.  Accordingly,  skim 
milk  or  butterfat  derived  from  producer 
milk  and  moved  in  the  form  of  any  of 
the  products  covered  by  the  definition 
of  Class  I  milk  to  locations  more  dis¬ 
tant  should  be  classified  as  Class  I  milk. 
In  the  case  of  products  moved  to  non¬ 
pool  plants  w’ithin  the  marketing  area 
or  the  above  counties,  it  is  concluded 
that  they  should  be  included  in  Class 
II  milk  if  the  receiving  plant  does  not 
distribute  milk  for  consumption  as  fluid 
milk.  In  the  case  of  milk  transferred 
to  nonpool  plants  outside  the  marketing 
area  but  w'ithin  the  above-named  coun¬ 
ties  and  from  which  plant  mill:  is  dis¬ 
tributed  for  consumption  as  fluid  milk, 
classification  of  the  milk  transferred 
would  depend  on  the  verified  use  of  milk 
in  the  transferee  plant  with  the  trans¬ 
ferred  producer  milk  first  allocated  to 
Class  I  milk  uses,  or,  if  verification  were 
not  permitted,  all  of  the  transferred 
producer  milk  would  be  classified  as 
Class  I  milk. 

Provision  is  made  also  for  the  reclas¬ 
sification  of  milk  originally  classified  in 
one  class  but  ultimately  used  or  reused 
in  other  class.  The  general  plan  for  the 
classification  of  milk  is  designed  partic¬ 
ularly  to  assure  producers  of  the  proper 
return  for  milk  utilized  in  the  products 
of  each  class  and  to  place  handlers  on  an 
equitable  cost  basis.  The  handler,  being 
the  person  who  receives  and  disposes  of 
the  producers’  milk,  should  carry  the 
responsibility  of  properly  accounting  for 
the  use  of  such  milk.  It  follows  that  he 
should  be  required  to  prove  the  use  made 
of  such  milk.  This  will  be  facilitated,  by 
requiring  that  he  show  an  actual  Class 
II  use  of  milk  or  as  an  alternative  have 
such  milk  placed  in  Class  I.  Other 
source  milk  should  be  allocated  first  to 
Class  II  uses  in  the  handler’s  fluid  milk 
plant  or  country  plant.  This  is  to  pre¬ 
vent  other  source  milk  from  displacing 
in  Class  I  milk  the  milk  of  producers  on 
which  the  market  relies  for  a  continuous 
milk  supply. 

Class  prices.  (d>  (1)  Class  I  price: 
The  Class  I  price  should  be  established 
as  $5.56,  subject  to  a  future  supply-de¬ 
mand  adjustment,  until  such  time  as  the 
price  so  determined  is  less  than  a  basic 
formula  price  plus  $1.45, 


Producer  proponents  submitted  a  pro¬ 
posal  to  price  Class  I  milk  by  adding 
$1.45  to  the  highest  of  the  following 
prices  per  hundredweight  (to  be  known 
as  a  “basic  formula  price") :  (a)  the  pay¬ 
ing  price  of  18  Wisconsin  and  Michigan 
condenseries,  (b)  a  price  based  on  the 
market  values  of  butter  and  cheese,  and 
(c)  a  price  based  on  the  market  values 
of  butter  and  nonfat  dry  milk  solids. 
Such  proposal  was  supplemented  by  one 
to  establish  an  alternate  Class  I  price 
of  $5.56. 

In  accordance  with  the  act,  prices 
must  be  fixed  at  a  level  w'hich  wTill  reflect 
the  price  of  feeds,  the  available  supplies 
of  feeds,  and  other  economic  conditions 
which  affect  market  supply  and  demand 
for  milk  in  the  marketing  area,  insure 
a  sufficient  supply  of  pure  and  whole¬ 
some  milk,  and  be  in  the  public  interest. 
Prices  of  several  of  the  major  feeds  for 
dairy  animals  have  increased  in  recent 
months.  The  outlook  is  for  higher  feed 
prices  in  1951.  Farm  stocks  of  principal 
feeds  in  the  State  of  Washington  are 
lower  than  last  year.  The  supply  of 
farm  labor  in  the  Puget  Sound  milkshed 
is  tightening  rapidly  as  the  result  of  the 
Korean  conflict,  the  expansion  of  de¬ 
fense  industry,-  and  military  require¬ 
ments.  Many  farm  laborers  are  shifting 
to  airplane  factories,  lumber  mills  and 
logging  operations.  Farm  wages  have 
tended  to  rise  in  the  past  fewT  months. 
Farm  machinery  prices  are  higher  than 
in  1949.  Official  notice  is  taken  that  the 
index  of  prices  paid  by  farmers  for  com¬ 
modities  bought  (including  interest, 
taxes,  and  wage  rates)  increased  from 
246  to  265  between  December  1249  and 
December  1950  (1910-14=100).  These 
developments  have  resulted  in  a  more 
unfavorable  cost  position  for  the  milk 
producer.  Beef  cattle  and  hog  prices 
have  been  relatively  high  for  some  time 
and  have  attracted  an  unusually  large 
number  of  dairy  animals  in  the  milk¬ 
shed  to  slaughter.  Large  numbers  of 
milk  cows  also  are  being  shipped  from 
farms  in  the  supply  area  to  other  west 
coast  areas.  Milk  prices  have  not  kept 
pace  wfith  increased  price  levels  for  most 
other  farm  commodities  offering  com¬ 
petition  for  the  milk  producer’s  capital 
and  labor.  Grade  A  milk  supplies  de¬ 
clined  following  the  flush  production 
months  of  1950  to  a  greater  degree  than 
might  be  expected  from  normal  seasonal 
change. 

The  present  volume  of  purchasing 
power  among  consumers  is  high.  Popu¬ 
lation  has  expanded  in  and  around  the 
major  communities  of  the  marketing  area 
and  increased  business  activity  has  re¬ 
sulted  from  the  Korean  conflict.  Em¬ 
ployment  is  high  as  a  result  of  defense 
activity.  Expanded  military  operations 
in  the  marketing  area  require  increased 
quantities  of  milk  as  compared  with  re¬ 
quirements  in  1949.  Fluid  milk  sales 
may  reasonably  be  expected  to  remain 
at  present  or  increased  levels  for  an  in¬ 
definite  period. 

In  view  of  the  above  factors  relating  to 
the  production  and  marketing  of  milk,  it 
is  concluded  that  a  Class  I  price  lower 
than  $5.56  during  the  remainder  of  1951 
would  not  give  reasonable  assurance  of 
the  production  of  an  adequate  supply  of 
Grade  A  milk  in  the  coming  fall  and 
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winter  months  when  milk  production 
again  will  be  at  its  lowest  ebb  seasonally. 

The  record  indicates  that  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  for  the  market  to  carry  in  the  season 
of  lowest  production  a  reserve  or 
“cushion”  of  milk  equivalent  to  10  to  15 
percent  of  the  actual  volume  of  Class  I 
milk  in  order  that  daily  fluctuations  in 
sales  may  be  met.  When  and  if  sup¬ 
plies  materially  in  excess  of  Class  I  sales 
plus  the  necessary  reserve  develop,  an 
adjustment  should  be  made  in  the  Class 
I  price  level  to  encourage  a  closer  rela¬ 
tionship  between  supplies  and  effective 
demand  for  Class  I  milk.  In  order  to 
accomplish  this  objective,  a  “supply- 
demand  adjustment”  is  provided  in  con¬ 
junction  with  the  fixed  price  of  $5.56  pur¬ 
suant  to  which  a  gradual  decrease  in  the 
Class  I  price  will  occur  if  the  total  volume 
of  Class  I  milk  in  the  October,  November 
and  December  period  of  any  year  falls 
below  80  percent  of  the  receipts  of  pro¬ 
ducer  milk  in  such  months. 

It  must  be  recognized  further  that  his¬ 
torically  prices  paid  for  inspected  milk 
for  fluid  purposes  have  been  related  in  a 
high  degree  to  prices  paid  for  milk  for 
manufacturing  purposes.  Such  relation¬ 
ships  are  quite  pronounced  in  areas 
where  milk  is  produced  in  relatively  large 
quantities  and  where  manufacturing 
plants  serve  as  alternative  outlets  for 
inspected  milk  produced.  Such  a  rela¬ 
tionship  has  existed  in  the  Puget  Sound 
milkshed.  The  production  and  market¬ 
ing  of  milk  for  each  type  of  outlet  are 
subject  to  many  of  the  same  economic 
factors.  Since  the  market  for  most 
manufactured  products  is  nation-wide, 
the  prices  of  such  products  reflect  some 
of  the  changes  in  general  economic  con¬ 
ditions  affecting  the  supply  and  demand 
for  milk.  For  these  reasons  fluid  milk 
markets  have  long  used  butter,  nonfat 
dry  milk  solids,  and  cheese  prices,  and 
the  prices  paid  by  condensery  plants,  as 
the  foundation  for  establishing  prices 
for  inspected  milk  for  fluid  use.  Differ¬ 
entials  over  these  basic,  or  manufactur¬ 
ing,  prices  frequently  have  been  em¬ 
ployed  to  arrive  at  the  price  of  milk  for 
fluid  use.  Such  differentials  have  as 
their  purpose  to  reflect,  over  the  long 
run,  the  costs  of  meeting  quality  require¬ 
ments  in  the  production  of  inspected 
milk  and  to  furnish  the  necessary  incen¬ 
tive  to  get  such  milk  produced.  Such 
underlying  factors  and  price  relation¬ 
ships  must  be  taken  into  account  even 
though  for  temporary  periods  special 
price  incentive  may  be  necessary  to  bring 
about  the  required  amounts  of  inspected 
milk  to  insure  an  adequate  milk  supply. 
Therefore,  it  is  concluded  that  a  differen¬ 
tial  over  the  price  level  for  manufactur¬ 
ing  milk  should  be  included  as  an 
alternate  method  of  pricing  to  main¬ 
tain  the  price  of  inspected  milk  for  fluid 
use  in  this  market  at  all  times  reasonably 
above  manufacturing  milk  prices.  Based 
upon  past  price  relationships  a  differ¬ 
ential  of  $1.45  over  the  basic  formula 
price,  as  proposed  by  the  order  pro¬ 
ponents,  should  serve  this  purpose. 

(2)  Class  II  price:  The  Class  II  price 
formula  should  reflect  the  value  of  milk 
for  manufacturing  purposes  in  the  supply 
area. 

Producer  milk  in  excess  of  the  amount 
necessary  to  satisfy  Class  I  milk  needs  is 


either  moved  from  fluid  milk  plants  to 
manufacturing  plants  for  processing  or 
competes  for  outlets  with  milk  produced 
for  manufacturing  purposes  (factory 
milk).  In  some  instances,  particularly 
during  the  fish  production  season,  milk 
is  diverted  directly  from  producers’ 
farms  to  manufacturing  plants  without 
being  physically  received  in  a  country 
plant  or  fluid  milk  plant  of  a  handler. 
As  stated  previously,  large  quantities  of 
producer  milk  are  commingled  wTith  fac¬ 
tory  milk  to  make  butter,  cheese,  evap¬ 
orated  milk,  and  other  milk  products. 
Ice  cream  and  cottage  cheese  for  sale 
in  any  part  of  the  marketing  area  may 
be  made  from  factory  milk.  Thus,  pro¬ 
ducer  milk  utilized  in  the  products 
named  competes  directly  with  factory 
milk  and  since  such  products  are  the 
principal  outlets  for  producer  milk  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  Class  I  milk  requirements,  it  is 
concluded  that  Class  II  milk  should  be 
priced  at  a  level  equivalent  to  prices  paid 
dairy  farmers  for  factory  milk  by  rep¬ 
resentative  manufacturing  plants  in  the 
area. 

Proponents  of  the  order  proposed  that 
Class  II  milk  be  computed  on  the  basis 
of  a  formula  employing  central  market 
prices  of  butter  and  nonfat  dry  milk 
solids  with  an  allowance  to  reflect  a  rea¬ 
sonable  operating  margin  for  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  such  products.  These  prod¬ 
ucts  constitute  the  major  outlets  for 
surplus  milk  in  the  milkshed,  although 
some  of  the  products  of  Class  II  milk 
customarily  result  in  higher  returns  to 
the  plant  operator.  It  was  proposed 
that  an  operating  margin  of  80  cents 
per  hundredweight  be  increased  in  the 
butter-nonfat  dry  milk  solids  formula. 
However,  the  historical  price  comparison 
shown  in  support  of  this  margin  did  not 
allow  for  patronage  dividend  payments 
by  the  plants  of  the  cooperatives  in¬ 
volved  in  the  comparison.  Such  pay¬ 
ments  were  stated  to  approximate  10 
cents  per  hundredweight.  In  view  of 
this  and  considering  the  somewhat 
higher  returns  w’hich  may  be  expected 
to  accrue  from  the  processing  and  sale 
of  other  Class  II  products,  an  operating 
allowance  of  70  cents  per  hundredweight 
appears  reasonable.  It  is  concluded  that 
the  butter-nonfat  dry  milk  solids  for¬ 
mula  adopted  will  reasonably  reflect 
manufacturing  milk  values  in  the  milk¬ 
shed  and  will  assure  producers  of  a  mar¬ 
ket  for  milk  w’hich  is  not  utilized  as 
Class  I  milk.  Actual  monthly  paying 
prices  by  local  manufacturing  plants  are 
not  considered  an  appropriate  yard¬ 
stick  for  Class  II  milk  prices  because  the 
principal  manufacturing  plants  in  the 
milkshed  are  operated  by  proprietary 
companies  and  cooperatives  which  also 
W’ould  be  handlers  under  an  order. 

Because  of  variations  in  the  butterfat 
content  of  (a)  fluid  milk  and  milk  prod¬ 
ucts  sold  by  different  handlers,  and  (b) 
milk  delivered  by  individual  producers, 
it  is  necessary  to  provide  “butterfat  dif¬ 
ferentials”  to  provide  equitable  payment 
wuth  respect  to  such  variations  in  butter¬ 
fat.  The  class  prices  and  uniform  prices 
are  established  w’ith  reference  to  a  but¬ 
terfat  content  of  4.0  percent.  Thus,  a 
butterfat  differential  should  be  em¬ 
ployed  to  reflect  differences  in  values 
based  on  the  variations  in  butterfat  con¬ 


tent  of  milk  and  its  products  from  4  0 
percent.  It  is  determined  that  the  but¬ 
terfat  differential  to  be  applied  as  an 
adjustment  to  the  Class  I  price  should 
be  1.4  times  the  average  price  of  92-score 
San  Francisco  butter  in  the  preceding 
month  and  that  the  butterfat  differential 
to  be  applied  to  the  Class  II  price  should 
be  such  butter  price  at  San  Francisco 
times  1.15.  The  use  of  butterfat  differ¬ 
entials  in  this  manner  follows  standard 
practice  of  fluid  milk  markets  in  adjust¬ 
ing  for  butterfat  variations,  and  the  par¬ 
ticular  percentages  assigned  in  relation 
to  the  market  price  of  butter  will  reflect 
reasonable  values  for  butterfat  utilized 
in  the  individual  classes  of  milk.  One 
proposal  made  would  provide  the  same 
butterfat  differential  (1.15  times  the 
price  of  butter)  for  both  classes  of  milk. 

It  is  concluded,  however,  that  a  some¬ 
what  higher  butterfat  differential  for 
Class  I  milk  is  necessary  to  provide  an 
appropriate  relationship  between  the 
values  of  skim  milk  and  butterfat  in  such 
class. 

Base  milk  is  designed  to  provide  the 
quantity  of  milk  needed  for  Class  I  uses. 

It  appears  appropriate  then  to  adjust  for 
variations  of  butterfat  in  base  milk  at  the 
Class  I  butterfat  differential  and  to  em¬ 
ploy  the  Class  II  differential  in  adjusting 
for  butterfat  variations  in  excess  milk 
delivered  by  the  individual  producer. 

The  hearing  developed  some  discussion 
as  to  the  “basic  test”  to  be  used  in  es¬ 
tablishing  the  class  prices  and  uniform 
price.  Proponents  of  the  order  proposed 
4.0  percent  as  the  butterfat  test  on  which 
prices  should  be  announced  while  a  han¬ 
dler  proposal  suggested  3.5  perp ent.  The 
average  test  of  milk  received  from  pro¬ 
ducers  on  a  year-round  basis  approxi¬ 
mates  4.0  percent.  The  weighted  average 
test  of  all  products  covered  by  Class  I 
milk  appears  to  vary  between  4.1  and 
4.6  percent.  Grade  A  milk  is  produced 
primarily  to  meet  the  needs  for  products 
covered  by  Class  I  milk.  The  customary 
practice  in  the  area  has  been  to  announce 
prices  on  the  basis  of  4.0  percent  butter¬ 
fat.  In  view  of  these  facts,  it  is  con¬ 
cluded  that  a  test  basis  of  4.0  percent  is 
preferable  to  a  3.5  percent  basis  for  this 
market. 

The  parity  price  of  all  milk  sold  at 
wholesale  in  the  United  States,  which  is 
the  applicable  parity  price  under  present 
legislation,  wras  $4.58  per  hundredweight 
as  of  December  15, 1950.  Such  price  does 
not  reflect  what  the  record  show’s  to  be 
the  price  of  feeds,  the  available  supplies 
of  feeds,  and  other  economic  conditions 
W’hich  affect  market  supply  and  demand 
for  milk  or  its  products  in  the  marketing 
area,  nor  would  it  insure  a  sufficient 
Quantity  of  pure  and  wholesome  milk  for 
the  marketing  area  or  be  in  the  public 
interest. 

(3)  Location  adjustments:  Provision 
should  be  made  in  the  order  for  loca¬ 
tion  adjustment  credits  to  handlers  on 
Class  I  milk  and  for  some  variation  in 
the  amount  of  payment  required  to  be 
made  to  producers  for  base  milk,  depend¬ 
ing  upon  the  location  of  the  plant  at 
W’hich  the  milk  is  received  from  pro¬ 
ducers  in  relation  to  the  principal  con¬ 
suming  centers  in  the  area.  For  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  implementing  this  conclusion  the 
marketing  area  is  divided  into  three  chs- 


S12 


PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 


tricts;  district  No.  1  including  that  part 
lying  within  the  counties  of  King.  PLrce, 
Snohomish  and  Thurston;  district  No.  2 
including  that  part  lying  within  the 
counties  of  Skagit  and  Whatcom;  and 
district  No.  3  including  that  part  lying 
within  the  counties  of  Grays  Harbor, 
Lewis  and  Pacific. 

The  cities  of  Seattle  and  Tacoma,  lo¬ 
cated  about  midway  between  the  north¬ 
ern  and  southern  extremes  of  the  pro¬ 
duction  area,  are  the  largest  consuming  • 
centers  of  the  marketing  area.  The 
quantity  of  Class  I  milk  required  at  fluid 
milk  plants  in  the  principal  consuming 
centers  within  the  marketing  area  is  in 
part  received  directly  at  such  plants  from 
farms  and  in  part  from  other  plants 
throughout  the  production  area.  The 
proportion  from  each  source  varies  ma¬ 
terially  throughout  the  year  depending 
upon  the  volume  of  direct-shipped  milk 
in  relation  to  total  Class  I  requirements. 
Ordinarily,  but  with  some  exceptions, 
milk  is  brought  in  from  country  plants 
only  when  necessary  to  supplement  the 
supply  of  dir  ect-shipped  milk. 

Except  for  occasional  brief  periods,  the 
total  supply  of  milk  produced  in  district 
No.  1  as  a  whole  is  insufiicient  to  meet  the 
entire  requirements  of  the  district  for 
milk  for  fluid  consumption.  District  No. 

2  and,  to  some  extent,  district  No.  3  and 
the  Olympic  peninsula  produce,  on  the 
other  hand,  greater  quantities  than  can 
be  consumed  in  fluid  form  in  local  com¬ 
munities  and  constitute  the  principal 
reserve  supply  areas  for  markets  in  dis¬ 
trict  No.  1. 

Because  of  the  necessity  of  drawing 
a  portion  of  the  district  No.  1  supply 
from  distant  reserve  supply  areas  the 
«.price  of  Class  I  milk  at  plants  in  the  re¬ 
serve  supply  areas  should  allow  for  the 
cost  of  transporting  milk  from  such 
areas  to  fluid  milk  plants  in  the  princi¬ 
pal  consuming  centers  when  needed  to 
supplement  direct-shipped  supplies. 
Much  of  the  milk  moved  into  fluid  milk 
plants  from  country  plants  is  hauled  in 
tank  trucks  operated  by  cooperative  and 
proprietary  handlers.  Substantial 
quantities  of  milk  are  moved,  however, 
by  contract  haulers  or  common  carriers 
at  rates  published  by  or  on  file  with  the 
State  of  Washington  Public  Service 
Commission.  It  appears  on  the  basis 
of  these  contract  rates  that  the  prevail¬ 
ing  charge  for  hauling  milk  by  tank 
truck  is  10  cents  per  hundredweight  for 
hauls  up  to  20  miles  and  25  cents  for 
hauls  of  more  than  20  miles,  with  an 
additional  10  cents  applicable  to  milk 
moved  by  ferry  into  the  marketing  area 
from  the  Olympic  peninsula.  Since  the 
distance  to  the  principal  consuming  cen¬ 
ters  in  district  No.  1  from  plants  in  areas 
from  which  the  reserve  supply  is  ob¬ 
tained  is  substantially  more  than  20 
miles,  it  is  concluded  that  25  cents  per 
hundredweight  is  the  appropriate 
amount  of  the  location  adjustment 
credit  to  be  allowed  handlers  per  hun¬ 
dredweight  of  Class  I  milk  in  milk 
received  at  plants  located  outside  of  dis¬ 
trict  No.  1  with  an  additional  10  cents 
at  plants  in  Clallam  and  Jefferson  coun¬ 
ties.  Sales  in  Kitsap  and  Mason  coun¬ 
ties  of  milk  received  at  plants  in  those 
counties  are  not  included  in  the  pool, 
and  therefore,  no  location  adjustment 


is  provided  for  Class  I  milk  at  plants 
located  in  those  counties. 

Consideration  has  been  given  to  the 
request  for  an  additional  allowance  to 
cover  the  costs  incurred  in  the  handling 
of  milk  in  country  plants.  The  costs  of 
services  performed  at  country  plants, 
such  as  for  receiving,  weighing,  testing, 
cooling,  and  can  washing,  are  incurred 
also  at  fluid  milk  plants  with  respect  to 
milk  received  directly  from  farms  of  pro¬ 
ducers,  but  are  avoided  at  fluid  milk 
plants  when  milk  is  received  in  tanks 
from  country  plants.  Since  the  cost  of 
such  services  is  inherent  in  the  receiving 
of  milk  from  individual  producers  at  any 
plant,  no  justification  is  found  for  a 
charge  against  the  producers’  price  to 
cover  the  cost  of  such  services  when 
performed  at  a  country  plant. 

If  location  adjustment  credits  were 
to  be  allowed  on  a  greater  voiume  of  milk 
than  is  necessary  to  meet  the  Class  I  re¬ 
quirements  of  markets  in  district  No.  1 
the  returns  to  producers  (collectively) 
would  be  unnecessarily  reduced.  In  or¬ 
der  to  avoid  that  result  Class  I  milk  at 
a  district  No.  1  fluid  milk  plant  is  as¬ 
signed  (pursuant  to  §  925.44)  to  sources 
outside  of  district  No.  I  only  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  to  which  the  quantity  of  Class  I 
milk  at  the  transferee  plant  in  district 
No.  1  exceeds  the  quantity  of  milk  re¬ 
ceived  at  the  plant  from  district  No.  1 
sources.  A  proposal  was  made  to  allow 
this  credit  on  a  quantity  of  milk  greater 
than  that  indicated  in  view  of  relative 
fluctuations  within  a  given  month  in  the 
quantity  of  Class  I  milk  sold  and  the 
amount  of  milk  received  directly  from 
farms  in  the  direct-ship  area  for  district 
No.  1.  A  tolerance  above  the  allowance 
on  actual  shipments  for  Class  I  uses,  as 
computed,  should  not  be  included,  how¬ 
ever,  in  view  of  (a)  the  flexibility  of 
operations  available  to  the  handler  re¬ 
sulting  from  the  inclusion  of  cream,  a 
storable  product,  in  Class  I  milk  and  (b) 
the  apparent  opportunities  for  the  han¬ 
dler  to  adjust  his  requirements  from 
country  plant  sources  on  a  daily  basis. 

It  is  concluded  that  no  location  ad¬ 
justment  credit  should  be  allowed  on 
Class  I  milk  at  any  plant  located  in  dis¬ 
trict  No.  1.  Country  plants  in  district 
No.  1  are  located  within  the  area  from 
which  milk  is  shipped  directly  from 
farms  to  fluid  milk  plants  in  the  main 
consuming  centers.  Such  plants  exist 
primarily  bs  alternative  facilities  for  the 
procurement  by  handlers  of  milk  origi¬ 
nating  in  the  district  either  for  use  in 
centrally  located  fluid  milk  plants  or  for 
distribution  locally  in  the  area  surround¬ 
ing  the  plants  at  which  the  milk  is  re¬ 
ceived  from  producers  and  do  not  appear 
essential  to  the  maintenance  of  milk 
supplies  in  this  area. 

Associated  with  the  fixing  of  location 
adjustments  to  handlers,  by  which 
process,  together  with  the  fixing  of  class 
prices,  the  amount  of  money  to  be  paid 
by  handlers  to  producers  (collectively) 
is  established,  is  the  question  of  the 
manner  in  which  that  sum  of  money  is 
to  be  distributed  to  producers.  Else¬ 
where  herein  it  is  concluded  that  returns 
to  producers  should  be  distributed  by 
means  of  a  market-wide  pool  and  “base 
and  excess”  plan.  There  is  also  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  whether  all  producers  should 


receive  the  same  base  price  for  milk  of 
the  same  butterfat  test  without  regard 
to  the  location  of  the  plant  at  which  the 
milk  is  first  received.  It  is  concluded 
that  the  base  price  payable  to  producers 
for  milk  delivered  to  plants  located  in 
district  No.  1  should  be  35  cents  per  hun¬ 
dredweight  higher  than  for  milk  deliv¬ 
ered  to  plants  located  in  Clallam  and 
Jefferson  counties  and  25  cents  higher 
than  for  milk  delivered  to  plants  in  dis¬ 
tricts  Nos.  2  and  3  or  outside  of  the  mar¬ 
keting  area  in  locations  other  than  in 
the  counties  of  Clallam,  Jefferson,  Kit¬ 
sap,  and  Mason. 

Such  location  adjustments  reflect  the 
approximate  transportation  disadvan¬ 
tage  associated  with  the  location  of  such 
plants  and  their  farm  supplies  as  sources 
of  supply  for  the  principal  consuming 
centers  in  the  marketing  area.  Trans¬ 
portation  rates  for  milk  moved  in  tank 
trucks  to  Seattle  are  25  cents  per  hun¬ 
dredweight  from  plants  located  in  dis¬ 
tricts  Nos.  2  and  3  or  outside  of  the 
marketing  area,  plus  an  extra  10  cents 
ferry  cost  from  points  on  the  Olympic 
peninsula.  Prevailing  rates  for  hauling 
milk  in  cans  for  direct  delivery  from 
farms  or  loading  platforms  to  Seattle  are 
established  by  zones  and  appear  to 
range  from  18  cents  per  hundredweight 
in  the  nearby  territory  just  south  of 
Seattle  to  about  27  cents  in  other  parts 
of  the  direct-ship  territory  in  district 
No.  1.  Substantially  the  same  rates 
apply  generally  to  farm  to  plant  hauls 
in  other  segments  of  the  production 
area,  leaving  a  net  difference  in  trans¬ 
portation  cost  between  plants  in  district 
No.  1  and  country  plants  in  other  supply 
sources  of  about  25  cents. 

It  is  concluded  that  no  location  adjust¬ 
ments  should  be  provided  in  connection 
with  payments  to  producers  for  milk  re¬ 
ceived  at  country  plants  located  in  dis¬ 
trict  No.  1.  Such  plants  do  not  appear  to 
be  essential  to  district  No.  1  producers  as 
a  means  of  making  their  milk  available 
for  the  principal  consuming  centers  in 
the  marketing  area.  The  alternative  of 
direct  delivery  to  city  plants  is  entirely 
feasible  and  practical  for  all  or  nearly  all 
producers  delivering  to  such  nearby 
country  plants.  If  the  marketing  of  the 
producers’  milk  by  means  of  these  plants 
is  more  expensive  than  by  direct  delivery 
to  fluid  milk  plants  such  additional  ex¬ 
pense  should  not  be  charged  to  producers. 

The  assembly  of  milk  at  loading  plat¬ 
forms  is  considered  to  be  a  part  of  the 
process  of  delivery  from  farms  to  a  plant. 
Prices  should  apply  at  the  plant  of  first 
receipt  rather  than  at  a  loading  platform. 
No  location  adjustment  against  the  uni¬ 
form  price  associated  with  loading  plat¬ 
form  assembly  is  necessary  or  appropri¬ 
ate  since  the  delivery  from  his  farm  to 
the  first  plant,  whether  or  not  by  way  of  a 
loading  platform,  is  a  responsibility  of 
the  producer. 

Proposals  were  made  at  the  hearing  to 
relate  the  aggregate  amount  of  producer 
location  adjustments  to  the  amount  of 
the  handler  adjustments.  Adoption  of 
such  proposals  would  result  in  pro¬ 
ducer  location  adjustments  of  variable 
amounts  from  month  to  month  and 
wrould  tend  to  narrow  the  rates  of  ad¬ 
justment  during  seasons  of  relatively 
high  production.  Such  variations  ap- 
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pear  to  be  without  particular  merit  and 
to  constitute  unnecessary  complications 
not  contributing  to  a  reasonable  pay¬ 
ment  pattern. 

Type  of  pool,  (e)  The  “market-wide” 
type  of  pool  should  be  established  for 
the  purpose  of  distributing  among  pro¬ 
ducers  returns  from  the  sale  of  their 
milk. 

With  only  minor  exception  (milk  en¬ 
tering  Grays  Harbor  County),  all  Grade 
A  milk  produced  for  the  marketing  area 
as  defined  is  eligible  for  sale  in  fluid 
form  as  milk  and  cream  in  all  parts  of 
such  marketing  area.  However,  much 
of  the  milk,  supply  is  concentrated  in 
plants  where  it  is  held  off  the  market 
and  disposed  of  for  manufacturing  when 
not  needed  for  fluid  use.  “Stand-by” 
plant  facilities  for  receiving  milk  appear 
necessary  as  insurance  against  an  inad¬ 
equate  market  supply  in  view  of  inad¬ 
equate  supplies  of  “direct-shipped”  milk 
during  several  months  of  the  year  and 
to  provide  an  efficient  method  of  han¬ 
dling  seasonal  surpluses.  The  use  of  the 
market-wide  pool,  under  which  the  bur¬ 
den  of  surplus  will  be  proportionately 
distributed  among  qualified  producers, 
will  permit  such  producers  to  receive 
a  uniform  price  (with  appropriate  ad¬ 
justments  for  location  and  differences 
in  butterfat  content  of  milk  produced) 
and  at  the  same  time  permit  the  efficient 
country  handling  of  milk  when  it  is  not 
needed  for  shipment  to  city  distribution 
plants  for  sale  in  fluid  form  as  milk  or 
cream.  A  market-wide  pool  also  will 
permit  all  interested  handlers  to  bid  on 
large  blocks  of  bid  business,  such  as  that 
offered  by  military  installations  and 
other  public  institutions,  and  to  obtain 
the  necessary  supplies  for  such  outlets 
without  upsetting  the  market  at  such 
time  as  the  business  might  shift  from 
one  handler  to  another.  The  use  of  “in¬ 
dividual-handler”  pools,  under  which 
producers  delivering  to  each  handler 
receive  a  uniform  price  based  on  such 
handler’s  individual  utilization  of  milk, 
would  not  facilitate  orderly  marketing 
under  circumstances  now  prevailing  in 
the  milkshed. 

A  “base  and  excess”  plan  of  distribu¬ 
ting  among  producers  the  market  returns 
for  milk  should  be  employed  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  market-wide  pool.  The 
record  reveals  a  wide  seasonal  variation 
in  the  production  of  milk  and  a  need  for 
the  production  of  more  milk  in  the  fall 
and  winter  months  relative  to  spring 
and  summer  levels.  Deliveries  of  milk 
are  more  nearly  equated  to  fluid  milk 
and  cream  sales  in  the  fall  and  winter 
months  than  in  spring  and  summer. 
Some  handlers  in  the  market  have  diffi¬ 
culty  in  utilizing  efficiently  all  milk 
delivered  to  them  in  the  months  of  sea¬ 
sonally  high  production.  By  providing 
returns  related  directly  to  a  producer’s 
ability  to  deliver  additional  milk  in  the 
fall  and  winter  as  compared  with  de¬ 
liveries  in  the  spring  and  summer,  a 
production  pattern  more  nearly  fitted  to 
the  sales  pattern  of  fluid  milk  and  cream 
will  be  encouraged.  Base  and  excess 
plans  in  one  form  or  another  are  oper¬ 
ating  widely  within  the  market  at  the 
present  time  although  individual  pro¬ 
ducer  bases  are  not  established  in  a  uni¬ 
form  manner.  Such  a  means  of  distrib¬ 


uting  milk  returns  was  proposed  by  the 
order  proponents  and  has  wide  support 
among  producers. 

Study  of  the  particular  plan  submitted 
by  proponents  disclosed  some  features 
which  would  tend  to  prevent  full  achieve¬ 
ment  of  the  objectives  sought.  Such 
plan  would  not  guarantee  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  full  return  at  the  base  price  in 
the  fall  months  to  those  producers  who 
increase  deliveries  at  that  time  (this  is 
the  time  of  the  year  when  the  market 
supply  is  lowest,  and  also  the  period  when 
the  producer  is  to  make  his  base  for  the 
coming  year).  In  comparison  the  plan 
adopted  will  provide  an  “open  period” 
each  year  from  October  through  Febru¬ 
ary,  inclusive,  in  which  all  producers  will 
receive  a  uniform,  or  blended,  price  for 
all  milk  delivered.  All  milk  of  a  producer 
who  delivered  on  at  least  90  days  during 
the  months  of  October  through  January, 
inclusive,  will  become  the  foundation  for 
computing  his  daily  base  to  be  applicable 
in  the  following  March-September  pe¬ 
riod.  By  providing  an  open  period  each 
year  producers  will  receive  a  similar  price 
for  all  milk  delivered  during  the  months 
they  are  competing  to  establish  bases  for 
future  months.  New  producers  enter  the 
market  from  time  to  time,  and,  there¬ 
fore,  a  method  of  computing  bases  for 
such  producers  is  necessary.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  it  is  provided  that  such  a  producer 
will  receive  as  a  temporary  base  for  the 
current  month  (in  the  March-September 
period)  a  percentage  of  his  production 
in  such  month  equivalent  to  the  market¬ 
wide  percentage  between  deliveries  for 
the  preceding  base-making  period  and 
for  the  current  month,  less  10  percentage 
points.  Such  producer  will  establish  a 
base  in  the  regular  manner  as  soon  as 
he  has  delivered  at  least  90  days  in  the 
base-making  period  of  October  through 
January  and  thus  has  demonstrated  his 
ability  to  deliver  when  the  market  most 
needs  his  milk. 

At  the  beginning  of  the  program,  how¬ 
ever,  it  would  be  unduly  burdensome  to 
establish  bases  for  either  category  of 
producers.  Proponents  suggested  that 
bases  for  1951  be  computed  from  infor¬ 
mation  on  producer  milk  deliveries  cov¬ 
ering  certain  months  in  1950  and  early 

1951.  However,  it  is  not  considered  ad¬ 
visable  to  compute  bases  from  infor¬ 
mation  regarding  deliveries  in  a  prior 
period.  It  is  more  equitable  to  give  all 
producers  some  advance  notice  of  the 
period  to  be  employed  in  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  bases.  Individual  producer 
bases  will  be  made  effective  in  March 

1952.  Meanwhile,  each  producer’s  total 
’ .  monthly  deliveries  will  be  considered  as 

base  milk  and  a  uniform  price  will  be 
computed  to  apply  to  all  such  milk.  This 
will  not  prevent,  however,  any  coopera¬ 
tive  association  from  making  payment 
to  producers  in  accordance  with  a  base 
and  excess  plan  of  its  own  design. 

It  is  necessary  also  to  provide  certain 
rules  in  connection  with  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  bases  to  provide  reasonable  ad¬ 
ministrative  workability  of  the  plan. 
Contingencies  such  as  the  establishment 
of  tenant-landlord  operations  and  part¬ 
nerships,  the  dissolution  of  such  ar¬ 
rangements,  changes  in  a  producer’s 
operations  because  of  death  or  retire¬ 
ment,  and  the  entry  of  new  producers 


into  the  market  create  a  need  for  cov¬ 
ering  provisions.  Certain  base  rules, 
therefore,  are  included  to  meet  these 
situations. 

Administrative  provisions,  (f)  Certain 
other  provisions  should  be  included  in 
order  to  carry  out  administratively  the 
purposes  of  the  regulation. 

Expense  of  administration.  Each  han¬ 
dler  should  be  required  to  pay  to  the  mar¬ 
ket  administrator,  as  his  prorata  share 
in  the  costs  of  administration  of  the  or¬ 
der,  not  more  than  4  cents  per  hundred¬ 
weight,  or  such  amount  not  to  exceed 
4  cents  per  hundredweight  as  the  Secre¬ 
tary  may  from  time  to  time  prescribe,  on 
receipts  of  (a)  producer  milk  and  (b) 
other  source  milk  classified  as  Class  I 
milk. 

The  market  administrator  is  required 
to  verify  the  disposition  of  milk  from  all 
sources  and  therefore  other  source  milk, 
as  well  as  producer  milk,  should  bear  an 
appropriate  share  of  the  administrative 
cost.  A  charge  on  other  source  milk  used 
as  Class  I  milk  will  apportion  appropri¬ 
ately  the  expenses  among  handlers. 

Both  handlers  and  producers  recognize 
that  the  market  administrator  must 
have  the  necessary  funds  to  enable  him 
to  administer  properly  the  terms  of  the 
order.  Proponents  of  the  order  sug¬ 
gested  a  rate  of  4  cents  per  hundred¬ 
weight.  In  view  of  the  anticipated  vol¬ 
ume  of  milk  on  which  the  rate  would 
apply,  a  maximum  rate  of  4  cents  per 
hundredweight  should  be  adopted  to 
guarantee  sufficient  administrative  in¬ 
come.  In  the  event  a  lesser  amount 
proves  upon  experience  to  be  sufficient 
for  proper  administration,  provision 
should  be  made  to  enable  the  Secretary 
to  revise  the  assessment  accordingly 
within  the  4-cent  maximum  without  the 
necessity  of  amending  the  order.  The 
act  provides  that  such  assessments  shall 
be  the  means  of  financing  costs  of  ad¬ 
ministration. 

Marketing  services.  Provision  should 
be  included  for  furnishing  marketing 
services  for  producers  who  do  not  belong 
to  a  cooperative  association  performing 
such  services,  with  appropriate  deduc¬ 
tions  therefor.  Orderly  marketing  will 
be  promoted  by  assuring  individual  pro¬ 
ducers  accurate  payments  based  on  the 
classification,  price,  and  pooling  provi¬ 
sions  previously  discussed.  To  accom¬ 
plish  this  fully,  it  is  necessary  to  deter¬ 
mine  that  the  butterfat  tests  and  weights 
of  their  milk  are  accurate.  In  the  case 
of  producers  who  are  members  of  co¬ 
operatives  having  plants,  the  matter  of 
milk-testing  and  milk-weighing  is  under 
the  complete  control  of  such  producers 
and  is  assessed  against  such  producers 
either  through  an  association  check-off 
or  as  a  plant  operating  cost.  Bargain¬ 
ing  associations  in  the  area  are  perform¬ 
ing  check-weighing  and  check-testing 
services  for  their  members  under  their 
association  check-off.  In  order  to  place 
such  services  on  a  market-wide  basis, 
the  market  administrator  should  pro¬ 
vide  them  for  producers  not  otherwise 
receiving  services  through  a  cooperative 
association.  The  additional  service  of 
providing  market  information  to  pro¬ 
ducers  is  carried  on  to  some  extent  at 
present  by  the  cooperatives  although  de¬ 
tailed  information  regarding  market 
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prices,  supplies  and  the  utilization  of 
milk  is  not  available  to  either  the  co¬ 
operative  associations  and  their  members 
or  the  independent  producers.  The 
record  indicates  that  the  furnishing  to 
producers  of  additional  data  regarding 
prices,  supplies,  and  utilization  also 
would  assist  in  orderly  marketing. 

Such  a  provision  is  specifically  author¬ 
ized  by  the  act,  and  the  proponents  of 
the  order  proposed  a  rate  of  deduction  of 
5  cents  per  hundredweight  with  respect 
to  the  milk  of  producers  who  receive 
such  services  to  cover  expenses  incurred. 
The  cost  of  performing  services  will  vary 
with  the  amount  of  milk  involved  at  any 
given  time  and  with  the  number  and  lo¬ 
cation  of  producers  by  plants.  In  view  of 
the  fact  that  independent  producers  are 
scattered  among  plants  widely  separated, 
it  appears  that  the  cost  of  such  services 
will  be  relatively  high  and  cannot  be 
performed  in  the  near  future  on  less  in¬ 
come  than  the  proposed  rate  of  deduc¬ 
tion  will  afford.  It  is  determined  that 
the  deductions  for  these  services  should 
be  made  from  payments  to  producers 
and  should  be  at  the  rate  of  5  cents  per 
hundredweight  of  milk  until  such  time 
as  it  can  be  determined  from  experience 
that  a  lower  rate  will  suffice.  In  the 
event  any  qualified  cooperative  associa¬ 
tion  of  producers  is  determined  by  the 
market  administrator  to  be  performing 
such  services  for  its  members,  handlers 
would  be  required  to  pay  to  the  coopera¬ 
tive  association  such  deductions  as  are 
authorized  by  the  members  of  the  asso¬ 
ciation. 

Records  and  reports.  Provisions 
should  be  included  in  the  order  for  the 
purpose  of  requiring  handlers  to  main¬ 
tain  adequate  records  and  to  make  cer¬ 
tain  reports.  Such  records  and  reports 
are  necessary  for  the  purpose  of  deter¬ 
mining  proper  classification,  pricing  and 
payment  relative  to  the  milk  of  pro¬ 
ducers.  Producers  proposed  that  such 
reports  be  filed  with  the  market  admin¬ 
istrator  on  or  before  the  7th  day  after 
the  end  of  the  month.  It  is  necessary  to 
allow  sufficient  time  following  the  month 
for  the  compiling  and  filing  of  reports 
by  the  handler  but  not  to  delay  unduly 
the  computation  of  the  uniform  price 
and  payments  to  producers.  It  is  con¬ 
cluded  that  the  6th  day  following  the  end 
of  the  month  is  the  latest  date  on  which 
such  reports  may  be  filed  with  the  mar¬ 
ket  administrator  to  permit  a  uniform 
price  announcement  by  the  12th  day 
after  the  end  of  the  month. 

The  order  should  provide  for  the  veri¬ 
fication  of  each  handler’s  reports  to  in¬ 
sure  producers  the  proper  returns  for 
milk  as  provided  for  in  the  other  sections 
of  the  order.  It  is  necessary  that  the 
handler  provide  also  whatever  facilities 
are  necesSliry  to  verify  reports  or  to  as¬ 
certain  the  correct  information  regard¬ 
ing  the  receipts  and  utilization  of  milk 
and  payments  to  producers. 

The  proposal  called  for  payment  on  or 
before  the  15th  day  after  the  end  of  the 
month  in  the  case  of  individual  produc¬ 
ers  and  on  or  before  the  13th  day  after 
the  end  of  the  month  when  payment  is 
made  to  a  cooperative  association  au¬ 
thorized  to  collect  for  milk  marketed 
through  it.  These  dates,  in  view'  of  the 
necessity  of  allowing  adequate  time  for 


the  filing  of  handler  reports  and  for  the 
necessary  computation  and  announce¬ 
ment  of  producer  prices,  do  not  appear, 
however,  to  allow  sufficient  time  for  han¬ 
dlers  to  make  the  required  payments  to 
producers  and  cooperative  associations. 
It  is  concluded,  therefore,  that  handlers 
should  be  allowed  until  the  18th  to  make 
payment  to  individual  producers  and 
until  the  16th  to  make  payment  to  coop¬ 
erative  associations. 

The  prevailing  practice  in  the  market 
is  for  the  major  bargaining  cooperatives 
to  collect  payment  from  operating  han¬ 
dlers  for  milk  delivered  by  their  members 
to  such  handlers’  plants  and  to  distribute 
such  payments  to  individual  members 
through  a  pooling  plan  in  which  both 
bargaining  and  operating  cooperatives 
participate.  In  order  to  preser  ve  this  ap¬ 
propriate  function  for  cooperatives,  it  is 
concluded  that  the  order  should  pro¬ 
vide  an  opportunity  for  cooperatives  to 
continue  to  distribute  the  returns  from 
the  sale  of  the  milk  of  their  members. 
Accordingly,  the  order  requires  a  handler 
operating  a  fluid  milk  plant  or  a  country 
plant  to  pay,  upon  request  of  a  cooper¬ 
ative  association,  to  the  cooperative  as¬ 
sociation  the  aggregate  amount  of  the 
payments  otherwise  required  to  be  made 
by  the  handler  to  individual  producers 
who  are  members  of  the  cooperative.  A 
proposal  made  at  the  hearing  to  consider 
a  bargaining  cooperative  to  be  a  handler 
with  respect  to  milk  of  its  members  re¬ 
ceived  at  fluid  milk  plants  and  country 
plants  of  proprietary  operating  handlers, 
thus  requiring  payment  to  the  cooper¬ 
ative  of  the  class  utilization  value  of  the 
milk  and  establishing  the  cooperative  as 
the  party  primarily  responsible  for  mak¬ 
ing  a  report  of  utilization  to  the  market 
administrator  and  for  payments  to  the 
producer-settlement  and  administrative 
assessment  funds,  should  not  be  adopted. 
Its  adoption  would  result  in  unnecessary 
administrative  complications  and  dupli¬ 
cation  with  respect  to  matters  of  report¬ 
ing,  classification,  allocation,  and  pay¬ 
ments  by  introducing  a  third  party  in 
transactions  betw  een  the  market  admin¬ 
istrator  and  those  persons  primarily  to 
be  regulated  and  who  have  first  hand 
knowledge  of  the  receipt  and  disposition 
of  the  milk  to  be  priced.  Moreover,  it 
was  not  shown  that  the  essential  purposes 
of  the  order  could  not  be  effectuated 
without  this  complicating  provision.  The 
status  of  non-operating  cooperatives  and 
the  opportunity  for  performance  by  them 
of  appropriate  bargaining  functions  is 
fully  preserved  without  assignment  to 
such  cooperatives  of  certain  unrealistic 
and  cumbersome  functions  which  would 
follow'  from  their  designation  as  handlers. 

Retention  of  records.  The  order  pro¬ 
vides  also  for  the  retention  of  necessary 
records  by  handlers  and  for  the  ultimate 
termination  of  obligations.  It  is  neces¬ 
sary  for  handlers  to  retain  records  in 
order  to  prove  the  utilization  of  milk 
and  the  payments  made  to  producers. 
It  is  necessary  that  these  records  be  kept 
for  a  substantial  period  of  time  since 
some  transactions  with  respect  to  the 
handling  of  the  producers’  milk  are  not 
completed  and  audited  until  several 
months  after  producers  have  delivered 
the  milk  to  the  handler’s  plant.  De¬ 
tailed  records  of  this  kind  soon  assume 


tremendous  physical  proportions  and  be¬ 
come  burdensome  for  this  reason.  It  is 
necessary  that  a  definite  time  period  be 
provided  within  which  handlers  must 
maintain  their  records  and  after  which 
they  will  be  relieved  of  so  doing.  The 
order  should  provide  that  handlers  shall 
retain  records  for  three  years  after  the 
end  of  the  month  to  which  such  records 
related.  In  terms  of  the  volume  of  rec¬ 
ords  which  would  be  retained  and  the 
types  of  transactions  involved  in  dispos¬ 
ing  of  milk,  the  retention  of  records  for 
three  years  is  concluded  to  be  a  reason¬ 
able  requirement.  If  litigation  is  in 
progress,  it  may  be  necessary  to  require 
records  to  be  retained  for  a  longer  period 
and  provision  should  be  made  for  this 
contingency. 

Termination  of  obligations.  The  or¬ 
der  should  provide  for  the  termination 
of  obligations  to  handlers  after  a  rea¬ 
sonable  period  of  time  has  elapsed. 
Without  such  a  provision  handlers  may 
file  claims  which,  because  the  period 
involved  might  extend  back  over  many 
years,  could  be  in  substantial  amounts. 
This  creates  uncertaintiies  which  would 
endanger  the  stability  of  the  market  and 
lead  to  serious  inequities.  The  order 
should  provide  that  any  obligation  to 
pay  a  handler  shall  terminate  two  years 
after  the  month  in  which  the  milk  was 
received  if  an  underpayment  is  claimed, 
or  within  two  years  after  payment  was 
made  if  a  refund  is  claimed,  unless 
within  such  period  of  time  the  handler 
files  a  petition,  pursuant  to  section  8c 
( 15)  (A)  of  the  act,  claiming  such  money. 
Handlers  also  need  the  protection  of 
provisions  terminating  their  obligations 
to  make  payments.  Since  handlers  can¬ 
not  be  forewarned  always  as  to  con¬ 
tingent  liabilities,  it  is  extremely  diffi¬ 
cult  and  burdensome  for  them  to  make 
adequate  provisions  therefor  by  setting 
up  reserves  or  by  taking  other  precau¬ 
tionary  measures.  The  obligation  of  any 
handler  to  pay  money  should,  except  un¬ 
der  certain  extraordinary  conditions, 
such  as  litigation,  terminate  two  years 
after  the  last  day  of  the  month  during 
which  the  market  administrator  receives 
the  handler's  report  of  utilization  of  the 
milk  involved  in  such  obligation,  unless 
within  such  two-year  period  the  market 
administrator  notifies  the  handler  in 
writing  that  such  money  is  due  and  pay¬ 
able.  It  is  concluded  that  in  general, 
a  period  of  two  years  is  a  reasonable  time 
within  which  a  market  administrator 
should  complete  his  auditing  and  inspec¬ 
tion  work  and  render  any  billings  for 
money  due  under  the  order.  Provisions 
are  necessary  also,  as  contained  in  the 
order  included  herewith,  to  meet  such 
contingencies  as  failure  of  the  handler 
to  submit  required  books  and  records 
and  to  deal  with  situations  where  fraud 
or  willful  concealment  of  information 
may  be  involved. 

It  was  proposed  that  if  a  handler  fails 
to  make  the  required  reports  or  pay¬ 
ments,  his  name  shall  be  publicly  an¬ 
nounced  at  the  discretion  of  the  market 
administrator.  Such  announcement  is 
provided  for  by  the  act,  and  it  is  con¬ 
cluded  that  its  adoption  will  facilitate  the 
enforcement  of  the  terms  of  the  order. 

General  findings,  (a)  The  proposed 
marketing  agreement  and  the  order  and 
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all  of  the  terms  and  conditions  thereof 
will  tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act; 

(b)  The  parity  prices  of  milk  as  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the 
act  are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the 
price  of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds, 
and  other  economic  conditions  which  af¬ 
fect  market  supply  and  demand  for  milk 
in  the  marketing  area,  and  the  minimum 
prices  specified  in  the  proposed  market¬ 
ing  agreement  and  the  order  are  such 
prices  as  will  reflect  the  aforesaid  factors, 
insure  a  sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and 
wholesome  milk,  and  be  in  the  public 
interest;  and 

(c)  The  proposed  order  will  regulate 
the  handling  of  milk  in  the  same  manner 
as,  and  will  be  applicable  only  to  persons 
in  the  respective  classes  of  industrial 
and  commercial  activity  specified  in  a 
marketing  agreement  upon  which  a 
hearing  has  been  held. 

Rulings  on  proposed  findings,  conclu¬ 
sions  and  motions.  Briefs  were  filed  on 
behalf  of  the  United  Dairymen’s  Asso¬ 
ciation  (proponent),  the  Kitsap  Dairy¬ 
men’s  Association,  and  a  substantial 
number  of  the  handlers.  The  briefs  con¬ 
tained  proposed  findings  of  fact,  con¬ 
clusions  and  argument  with  respect  to 
the  proposals  discussed  at  the  hearing. 
Every  point  covered  in  the  briefs  was 
carefully  considered  along  with  the  evi¬ 
dence  in  the  record  in  making  the  find¬ 
ings  and  reaching  the  conclusions  here¬ 
inbefore  set  forth.  To  the  extent  that 
such  suggested  findings  and  conclusions 
contained  in  the  briefs  are  inconsistent 
with  the  findings  and  conclusions  con¬ 
tained  herein,  the  request  to  make  such 
findings  or  to  reach  such  conclusions  are 
denied  on  the  basis  of  the  facts  found 
and  stated  in  connection  with  the  con¬ 
clusions  in  this  decision. 

Motions  were  filed  after  the  hearing 
on  behalf  of  a  group  of  handlers  to  (a) 
reopen  the  hearing,  (b)  fix  a  date  for 
the  filing  of  reply  briefs,  and  (c)  provide 
an  opportunity  for  oral  argument  prior 
to  the  issuance  of  a  recommended  de¬ 
cision.  It  wras  requested  further  that  the 
present  proposal  of  the  proponents  be 
rejected  in  toto  and  that  no  decision  be 
reached  on  the  issuance  of  an  order  un¬ 
til  “the  submittal  of  a  new  and  definite 
proposal  by  the  proponents  upon  which 
the  handlers  may  then  have  an  ade¬ 
quate  opportunity  to  meet  the  issues.”  It 
was  contended  that  this  is  necessary  to 
a  meaningful  record  under  the  statute. 

The  purposes  of  reopening  the  hear¬ 
ing,  as  stated  in  the  motion  of  handlers, 
were  to  permit  the  production  of  evi¬ 
dence  showing  that  (a)  twTo  increases, 
each  in  the  amount  of  40  cents  per 
hundredweight,  have  been  made  since 
ihe  hearing  in  the  price  paid  by  handlers 
for  Grade  A  milk  for  fluid  uses,  and  (b) 
any  disproportionate  sharing  of  surplus 
milk  between  cooperatives  and  other 
handlers  which  may  have  prevailed  prior 
to  July  1950  has  completely  disappeared. 

Since  official  notice  is  taken  herein  of 
the  price  increases  to  which  the  motion 
reiers,  a  reopening  of  the  hearing  to  per¬ 
mit  handlers  to  produce  evidence  to  that 
effect  is  unnecessary  and  unwarranted. 
Production  of  evidence  showing  com¬ 
plete  disappearance  of  disproportion  in 
sharing  of  the  surplus  in  the  market  dur- 
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ing  the  last  half  of  1950  would  not  mate¬ 
rially  alter  the  basic  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions  herein  set  forth.  The  motion 
to  reopen  the  hearing  is  denied. 

Full  opportunity  for  all  interested  par¬ 
ties  to  be  heard  on  all  issues  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  was  provided  at  the  hearing. 
Ample  time  wras  allowed  following  the 
hearing  for  the  filing  of  briefs  and  pro¬ 
posed  findings  and  conclusions.  A  rea¬ 
sonable  period  of  time  subsequent  to  the 
issuance  of  this  recommended  decision  is 
allowed  for  the  filing  of  exceptions  to  the 
findings  and  conclusions  and  to  the  rec¬ 
ommended  marketing  agreement  and 
order  contained  herein.  Such  procedure 
provides  adequate  opportunity  for  all 
interested  parties  to  present  their  views 
and  arguments  and  leaves  no  useful  pur¬ 
pose  to  be  served  by  oral  argument  or 
reply  briefs.  Accordingly,  the  motions 
to  provide  for  such  oral  argument  and 
reply  briefs  are  denied. 

It  is  concluded  further  that  a  decision 
on  the  issues,  including  the  proposed  pro¬ 
visions  of  an  order,  should  not  be  made 
to  await  the  submittal  by  the  proponents 
of  another  proposal  for  hearing.  In  our 
view7  the  issues  are  clear  in  the  record. 
As  previously  stated,  there  has  been 
ample  opportunity  for  interested  parties 
to  meet  such  issues.  Therefore,  the  re¬ 
quest  to  aw7ait  the  submittal  by  the  pro¬ 
ponents  of  further  proposals  for  hearing 
prior  to  a  decision  on  the  issues  is  denied. 

Recommended  marketing  agreement 
and  order.  The  following  order  is  rec¬ 
ommended  as  the  detailed  and  appropri¬ 
ate  means  by  which  these  conclusions 
may  be  carried  out.  The  proposed  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  is  not  included  because 
the  regulatory  provisions  thereof  would 
be  the  same  as  those  contained  in  the 
order: 

DEFINITIONS 

§  925.1  Act.  “Act”  means  Public  Act 
No.  10,  73d  Congress,  as  amended,  and 
as  reenacted  and  amended  by  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  'as  amended  (48  Stat.  31,  as 
amended;  7  U.  S.  C.  601  et  seq.). 

§  925.2  Secretary.  “Secretary’’  means 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  or  other 
officer  or  employee  of  the  United  States 
authorized  to  exercise  the  powers  or  to 
perform  the  duties  of  the  said  Secretary 
of  Agriculture. 

§  925.3  Department.  “Department” 
means  the  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture  or  such  other  Federal  agency 
authorized  to  perform  the  price  reporting 
functions  specified  in  this  part. 

§  925.4  Person.  “Person”  means  any 
individual,  partnership,  corporation,  as¬ 
sociation,  or  any  other  business  unit. 

§  925.5  Cooperative  association.  “Co¬ 
operative  association”  means  any  coop¬ 
erative  marketing  association  of  produc¬ 
ers,  duly  organized  as  such  under  the 
laws  of  any  state,  which  includes  mem¬ 
bers  who  are  producers  as  defined  in 
§  925.12  and  which  the  Secretary  deter¬ 
mines,  after  application  by  the  associa¬ 
tion: 

(a)  To  be  qualified  under  the  stand¬ 
ards  set  forth  in  the  act  of  Congress  of 
February  18,  1922,  as  amended,  known  as 
the  “Capper-Volstead  Act”; 
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(b)  To  have  its  entire  organization 
and  all  of  its  activities  under  the  control 
of  its  members;  and 

(c)  To  be  currently  engaged  in  making 
collective  sales  of  or  marketing  milk  or 
its  products  for  its  members. 

§  925.6  Puget  Sound,  Washington, 
Marketing  Area.  “Puget  Sound,  Wash¬ 
ington,  Marketing  Area”  (hereinafter 
called  the  “marketing  area”)  means  all 
territory  l*ing  west  of  range  8E  in  What¬ 
com.  Skagit,  Snohomish,  and  King  Coun¬ 
ties;  all  territory  lying  west  of  range  8E 
and  north  of  township  18N  in  Pierce 
County,  except  Fox,  McNeil,  and  Ander¬ 
son  Islands  and  the  peninsulas  on  which 
Lake  Bay  and  Gig  Harbor  are  located 
northward  to  the  Kitsap  County  line ;  all 
territory  lying  within  Thurston  County; 
all  territory  lying  west  of  range  5E  in 
Lewis  County;  all  territory  lying  east  of 
range  10W  and  north  of  township  12N  in 
Pacific  County;  and  all  territory  lying 
south  of  township  19N  in  Grays  Harbor 
County;  all  in  the  State  of  Washington. 
As  used  in  this  section,  “territory”  shall 
include  all  municipal  corporations.  Fed¬ 
eral  military  reservations,  facilities  and 
installations,  and  state  institutions  lying 
wholly  or  partly  within  the  above-de¬ 
scribed  area.  “District  No.  1”-  of  the 
marketing  area  shall  include  that  part  of 
the  marketing  area  lying  within  the 
counties  of  King,  Pierce,  Snohomish,  and 
Thurston.  “District  No.  2”  of  the  mar¬ 
keting  area  shall  include  that  part  of  the 
marketing  area  lying  within  the  counties 
of  Skagit  and  Whatcom,  and  “District 
No.  3”  of  the  marketing  area  shall  in¬ 
clude  that  part  of  the  marketing  area 
lying  within  the  counties  of  Grays  Har¬ 
bor,  Lewis  and  Pacific. 

§  925.7  Plant.  “Plant”  means  the 
land,  buildings,  surroundings,  facilities 
and  equipment,  whether  owned  or  oper¬ 
ated  by  one  or  more  persons,  constituting 
a  single  operating  unit  or  establishment 
which  is  maintained  and  operated  pri¬ 
marily  for  the  receiving,  handling  and 
processing  of  milk  or  milk  products. 

§  925.8  Fluid  milk  plant.  “Fluid  milk 
plant”  means  any  plant  located  in  the 
marketing  area  which  is  approved  by 
any  health  authority  having  jurisdic¬ 
tion  in  the  marketing  area  as  a  plant 
from  which  milk  may  be  distributed  for 
consumption  as  fluid  milk  in  the  mar¬ 
keting  area,  and  from  w-hich  during  the 
month  Class  I  milk  pursuant  to  §  925.41 
(a)  (1)  is  disposed  of  (including  sales 
at  such  plant,  plant  store  or  eating 
place)  within  the  marketing  area. 

§  925.9  Country  plant.  “Country 
plant”  means  any  plant,  other  than  a 
fluid  milk  plant,  which  is  approved  by 
any  health  authority  having  jurisdiction 
within  the  marketing  area  for  the  re¬ 
ceiving  of  milk  qualified  for  consumption 
as  fluid  milk  within  the  marketing  area 
(but  excluding  that  portion  of  any  plant 
used  to  receive  or  process  milk  or  milk 
products  required  by  applicable  health 
authority  regulations  to  be  kept  phys¬ 
ically  separate  from  milk  so  qualified) : 
Provided,  That  a  plant  located  outside 
of  the  marketing  area  and  outside  of 
the  counties  of  Clallam  and  Jefferson 
shall  not  be  a  country  plant  if  the  per¬ 
centage  of  either  butterfat  or  skim  milk 
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in  milk  so  qualified  which  is  received  at 
the  plant  from  dairy  farmers  and  moved 
in  fluid  form  as  milk  to  a  fluid  milk 
plant,  or  disposed  of  within  the  market¬ 
ing  area  as  Class  I  milk  pursuant  to 
§  925.41  (a)  (1),  is  less  than: 

<a)  50  percent  in  the  current  month 
during  the  period  October  through  De¬ 
cember; 

<b)  20  percent  in  the  current  month 
during  the  period  January  through  Sep¬ 
tember:  Provided,  That  if  the  percentage 
was  more  than  50  percent  for  the  entire 
period  of  October  through  December  im¬ 
mediately  preceding  no  percentage  shall 
be  required  for  such  months  of  January 
through  September. 

A  plant  which  otherwise  meets  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  this  section  shall  not  be 
classified  as  a  country  plant  in  any  of 
the  months  of  February  through  Sep¬ 
tember  in  which  the  operator  of  the 
plant  files  with  the  market  adminis¬ 
trator,  prior  to  the  first  day  of  any  such 
month,  a  written  request  that  the  plant 
not  be  so  classified. 

§  925.10  Nonpool  plant.  “Nonpool 
plant”  means  any  plant  other  than  a 
fluid  milk  plant  or  a  country  plant. 

§  925.11  Dairy  farmer.  “Dairy  farm¬ 
er”  means  any  person  who  is  engaged 
in  the  production  of  milk. 

§  925.12  Producer.  “Producer”  means 
any  dairy  farmer,  other  than  a  producer- 
handler,  who  produces  milk  qualified  by 
any  health  authority  having  jurisdiction 
in  the  marketing  area  for  consumption 
as  fluid  milk  in  the  marketing  area. 

§  925.13  Producer  milk.  “Producer 
milk”  or  “milk  received  from  producers” 
means  all  milk  produced  in  the  manner 
described  in  §  925.12  and  either  received 
directly  from  a  farm  at  a  fluid  milk  plant 
or  at  a  country  plant,  or  caused  to  be 
diverted  by  a  handler  for  his  account 
from  such  a  plant  to  a  nonpool  plant: 
Provided,  That  milk  so  diverted  shall  be 
deemed  to  have  been  received  by  the 
diverting  handler  at  the  location  of  the 
plant  from  which  it  was  diverted. 

§  925.14  Other  source  milk.  “Other 
source  milk”  means  all  skim  milk  and 
butterfat  other  than  in  (a)  producer 
milk,-  and  (b)  milk  and  milk  products 
received  from  fluid  milk  plants  and  coun¬ 
try  plants. 

§  925.15  Handler.  “Handler”  means: 

(a)  Any  person  engaged  in  the  han¬ 
dling  of  milk  in  his  capacity  as  the  op¬ 
erator  of  a  fluid  milk  plant,  a  country 
plant,  or  any  other  plant  from  which 
milk  in  any  of  the  forms  specified  in 
§  925  41  (a)  is  disposed  of  to  any  place  or 
establishment  within  the  marketing  area 
other  than  a  plant,  and 

< b>  Any  cooperative  association, 
which  is  not  a  handler  pursuant  to  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  this  section,  with  respect 
to  producer  milk  caused  to  be  diverted 
for  the  account  of  such  cooperative  as¬ 
sociation  from  a  fluid  milk  plant  or  a 
country  plant  to  a  nonpool  plant. 

§  925.16  Producer -handler.  “Produc¬ 
er-handler”  means  any  person  who  is 
both  a  producer  and  a  handler,  but  who 
receives  no  milk  from  other  producers: 
Provided,  That  (a)  the  maintenance, 
care  and  management  of  the  dairy  ani¬ 


mals  and  other  resources  necessary  to 
produce  milk  is  the  personal  enterprise 
of  and  at  the  personal  risk  of  such  person 
in  his  capacity  as  a  producer,  and  (b)  the 
processing,  packaging,  and  distribution 
of  the  milk  is  the  personal  enterprise  of 
and  at  the  personal  risk  of  such  person 
in  his  capacity  as  a  handler. 

§  925.17  Base.  “Base”  means  a  quan¬ 
tity  of  milk,  expressed  in  pounds  per  day, 
computed  pursuant  to  §  925.60. 

§  925.18  Base  milk.  “Base  milk” 
means  milk  delivered  by  a  producer  each 
month,  which  is  not  in  excess  of  his 
base  multiplied  by  the  number  of  days  of 
delivery  in  such  month. 

§  925.19  Excess  milk.  “Excess  milk” 
means  milk  delivered  by  a  producer  in 
excess  of  base  milk. 

MARKET  ADMINISTRATOR 

§  925.20  Designation.  The  agency 
for  the  administration  of  this  part  shall 
be  a  market  administrator,  selected  by 
the  Secretary,  who  shall  be  entitled  to 
such  compensation  as  may  be  designated 
by,  and  shall  be  subject  to  removal  at  the 
discretion  of  the  Secretary. 

§  925.21  Powers.  The  market  admin¬ 
istrator  shall  have  the  following  powers 
with  respect  to  this  part: 

(a)  To  administer  its  terms  and  pro¬ 
visions; 

(b)  To  receive,  investigate,  and  report 
to  the  Secretary  complaints  of  viola¬ 
tions; 

(c)  To  make  rules  and  regulations  to 
effectuate  its  terms  and  provisions;  and 

(d)  To  recommend  amendments  to 
the  Secretary. 

§  925.22  Dufies.  The  market  ad¬ 
ministrator  shall  perform  all  duties 
necessary  to  administer  the  terms  and 
provisions  of  this  part,  including  but  not 
Shu  ted  to  the  following: 

(a)  Within  30  days  following  the  date 
on  which  he  enters  upon  his  duties,  or 
such  lesser  period  as  may  be  prescribed 
by  the  Secretary,  execute  and  deliver  to 
the  Secretary  a  bond  effective  as  of  the 
date  on  which  he  enters  upon  such  duties 
and  conditioned  upon  the  faithful  per¬ 
formance  of  such  duties,  in  an  amount 
and  with  surety  thereon  satisfactory  to 
the  Secretary; 

(b>  Employ  and  fix  the  compensation 
of  such  persons  as  may  be  necessary  to 
enable  hihi  to  administer  its  terms  and 
provisions ; 

(c)  Obtain  a  bond  in  a  reasonable 
amount  and  with  reasonable  surety 
thereon  covering  each  employee  who 
handles  funds  entrusted  to  the  market 
administrator ; 

(d)  Pay  out  of  funds  provided  by 
§  925. 88  the  cost  of  his  bond  and  of  the 
bonds  of  his  employees,  his  own  compen¬ 
sation,  and  all  other  expenses  (except 
those  incurred  under  §  925.87)  neces¬ 
sarily  incurred  by  him  in  the  mainte¬ 
nance  and  functioning  of  his  office  and 
in  the  performance  of  his  duties; 

(e)  Keep  such  books  and  records  as 
will  clearly  reflect  the  transactions  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  this  part,  and  upon  request 
by  the  Secretary  surrender  the  same  to 
such  other  person  as  the  Secretary  may 
designate; 


(f)  Submit  his  books  and  records  to 
examination  by  the  Secretary  and  fur¬ 
nish  such  information  and  reports  as 
may  be  requested  by  the  Secretary; 

(g)  Audit  all  reports  and  payments  by 
each  handler  by  inspection  of  such  han¬ 
dler’s  records  and  of  the  records  of  any 
other  handler  or  person  upon  whose 
utilization  the  classification  of  skim  milk 
or  butterfat  for  such  handler  depends ; 

(h) ’ Publicly  announce,  at  his  discre¬ 
tion,  unless  otherwise  directed  by  the 
Secretary,  by  posting  in  a  conspicuous 
place  in  his  office  and  by  such  other 
means  as  he  deems  appropriate,  the 
name  of  any  person  who,  within  10  days 
after  the  day  upon  which  he  is  required 
to  perform  such  acts,  has  not: 

( 1 )  Made  reports  pursuant  to  §  §  925.30 
to  925.32,  inclusive;  or 

(2)  Made  one  or  more  of  the  payments 
pursuant  to  §§  925.80  to  925.88,  inclusive. 

(i)  On  or  before  the  12th  day  after 
the  end  of  each  month,  report  to  each 
cooperative  association  (or  its  duly  des¬ 
ignated  agent)  which  so  requests  the 
class  utilization  of  milk  caused  to  be  de¬ 
livered  by  such  cooperative  association 
directly  from  farms  of  producers  who 
are  members  of  such  cooperative  asso¬ 
ciation  to  each  handler  to  whom  the  co¬ 
operative  association  sells  milk.  For  the 
purpose  of  this  report,  the  milk  caused 
to  be  so  delivered  by  such  a  cooperative 
association  shall  be  prorated  to  each 
class  in  the  proportion  that  the  total  re¬ 
ceipts  of  producer  milk  by  such  handler 
were  used  in  each  class; 

(j)  On  or  before  the  12th  day  after 
the  end  of  each  month,  notify: 

(1)  Each  handler  whose  total  value  of 
milk  is  computed  pursuant  to  §  925.70 

(a)  of: 

(1)  The  amounts  and  values  of  his 
producer  milk  in  each  class  and  the  to¬ 
tals  of  such  amounts  and  values; 

(ii)  The  amount  of  any  charge  made 
pursuant  to  §  925.70  (a)  (5) ; 

(iii)  The  uniform  prices  for  base  milk 
and  excess  milk; 

(iv)  The  totals  of  the  amounts  com¬ 
puted  in  the  manner  provided  by 
§  925.80  (a); 

(v)  The  amount  due  such  handler 
from  the  producer-settlement  fund  or 
the  amount  to  be  paid  by  such  handler 
to  the  producer-settlement  fund,  as  the 
case  may  be;  and 

(vi)  The  totals  of  the  amounts  re¬ 
quired  to  be  paid  by  such  handler  pur¬ 
suant  to  §§  925.87  and  925.88. 

(2)  Each  handler  whose  total  value 
of  milk  is  computed  pursuant  to  §  925.70 

(b)  of  the  pounds  of  other  source  milk 
on  which  payment  is  required  to  be  made 
and  the  amount  due  the  producer-settle¬ 
ment  fund  from  such  handler. 

(k)  Publicly  announce  by  posting  in  a 
conspicuous  place  in  his  office  and  by 
such  other  means  as  he  deems  appropri¬ 
ate  the  prices  determined  for  each 
month  as  follows: 

(l)  On  or  before  the  5th  day  of  each 
month  the  minimum  price  for  Class  I 
milk  pursuant  to  §  925.51  (a)  and  the 
Class  I  butterfat  differential  pursuant 
to  §  925.52  (a),  both  for  the  current 
month;  and  the  minimum  price  for 
Class  II  milk  pursuant  to  §  925.51  (b) 
and  the  Class  II  butterfat  differential 
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pursuant  to  §  925.52  (b),  both  for  the 
preceding  month;  and 

(2)  On  or  before  the  12th  day  of  each 
month,  the  uniform  price  computed  pur¬ 
suant  to  §  925.71  and  the  butterfat  dif¬ 
ferential  computed  pursuant  to  §  925.82, 
both  applicable  to  producer  milk  re¬ 
ceived  during  the  preceding  month ;  and 
(1)  Prepare  and  disseminate  to  the 
public  such  statistics  and  information 
as  he  deems  advisable  and  as  do  not  re¬ 
veal  confidential  information. 

REPORTS,  RECORDS  AND  FACILITIES 

§  925.30  Monthly  reports  of  receipts 
and  utilization.  On  or  before  the  6th 
day  of  each  month  and  in  the  detail  and 
on  forms  prescribed  by  the  market  ad¬ 
ministrator,  each  person  who  is  a  han¬ 
dler  pursuant  to  §  925.15  (a),  except  a 
producer-handler,  shall  report  for  the 
preceding  month  to  tjje  market  admin¬ 
istrator  with  respect  to  milk  and  milk 
products  received  at  each  of  such  han¬ 
dler's  fluid  milk  plants  and  country 
plants,  and  at  each  of  his  plants  where 
milk  or  milk  products  subject  to  pay¬ 
ments  required  under  §  925.70  (b)  were 
handled,  and  each  cooperative  associa¬ 
tion  which  is  a  handler  pursuant  to 
§  925.15  (b)  shall  report  with  respect  to 
milk  diverted  on  its  account  during  the 
preceding  month,  as  follows: 

(a)  The  quantities  of  skim  milk  and 
butterfat  contained  in  milk  received 
from  producers  and  dairy  farmers; 

(b)  The  quantities  of  skim  milk  and 
butterfat  contained  in  milk  and  milk 
products  received  froip  other  handlers; 

(c)  The  quantities  bf  skim  milk  and 
butterfat  contained  in  other  source  milk 
received  (except  Class  II  milk  products 
disposed  of  in  the  form  in  which  received 
without  further  processing  by  the  han¬ 
dler)  ; 

<d)  The  utilization  of  all  skim  milk 
and  butterfat  required  to  be  reported 
pursuant  to  this  section,  including  the 
pounds  of  skim  milk  and  butterfat  on 
hand  at  the  beginning  and  end  of  each 
month  as  milk  and  milk  products ; 

(e)  The  aggregate  quantities  of  base 
milk  and  excess  milk  received ;  and 

(f)  Such  other  information  with  re¬ 
spect  to  such  receipts  and  utilization  as 
the  market  administrator  may  prescribe. 

§  925.31  Payroll  reports.  On  or  before 
the  20th  day  of  each  month,  each  han¬ 
dler  shall  submit  to  the  market  admin¬ 
istrator  his  producer  payroll  for  deliver¬ 
ies  of  the  preceding  month  which  shall 
show: 

(a)  The  total  pounds  of  base  milk  and 
the  total  pounds  of  excess  milk  received 
from  each  producer,  the  pounds  of  but¬ 
terfat  contained  in  such  milk,  and  the 
number  of  days  on  which  milk  was  de¬ 
livered  by  such  producer  in  such  month. 

<b)  The  amount  of  payment  to  each 
producer  and  cooperative  association; 
and 

<c)  The  nature  and  amount  of  any 
deductions  or  charges  involved  in  such 
payments. 

§  925.32  Other  reports.  At  such  times 
and  in  such  manner  as  the  market  ad¬ 
ministrator  may  prescribe: 

(a)  Each  handler  shall  report  to  the 
market  administrator  such  information 
in  addition  to  that  required  under 


§  925.30  as  may  be  requested  by  the 
market  administrator  with  respect  to 
milk  and  milk  products  handled  by  him; 

(b)  Each  producer-handler  shall  re¬ 
port  to  the  market  administrator  relative 
to  his  receipts  and  utilization  of  milk  and 
milk  products. 

§  925.33  Records  and  facilities.  Each 
handler  shall  maintain  and  make  avail¬ 
able  to  the  market  administrator  or  to 
his  representative  during  the  usual  hours 
of  business  such  accounts  and  records 
of  his  operations  and  such  facilities  as 
are  necessary  for  the  market  admin¬ 
istrator  to  verify  or  to  establish  the  cor¬ 
rect  data  with  respect  to  the  information 
required  to  be  reported  pursuant  to 
§§  925.30,  925.31,  and  925.32  and  to  pay¬ 
ments  required  to  be  made  pursuant  to 
§§  925.80  through  925.88. 

§  925.34  Retention  of  records.  All 
books  and  records  required  under  this 
part  to  be  made  available  to  the  market 
administrator  shall  be  retained  by  the 
handler  for  a  period  of  three  years  to  be¬ 
gin  at  the  end  of  the  month  to  which 
such  books  and  records  pertain:  Pro¬ 
vided.  That,  if,  within  such  three-year 
period,  the  market  administrator  noti¬ 
fies  the  handler  in  writing  that  the  reten¬ 
tion  of  such  books  and  records,  or  of 
specified  books  and  records,  is  necessary 
in  connection  with  a  proceeding  under 
section  8c  (15)  (A)  of  the  act  or  a  court 
action  specified  in  such  notice,  the 
handler  shall  retain  such  books  and 
records,  or  specified  books  and  records, 
until  further  written  notification  from 
the  market  administrator.  In  either 
case  the  market  administrator  shall  give 
further  written  notification  to  the 
handler  promptly  upon  the  termination 
of  the  litigation  or  when  the  records  are 
no  longer  necessary  in  connection  there¬ 
with. 

CLASSIFICATION 

§  925.40  Skim  milk  and  butterfat  to 
be  classified.  All  skim  milk  and  butter¬ 
fat  received  writhin  the  month  by  a 
handler  which  is  required  to  be  reported 
pursuant  to  §  925.30  shall  be  classified 
by  the  market  administrator  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  §§  925.41  to  925.45, 
inclusive. 

§  925.41  Classes  of  utilization.  Sub¬ 
ject  to  the  conditions  set  forth  /in 
§§  925.42,  925.43  and  925.44,  the  classes 
of  utilization  shall  be  as  follows: 

(a)  Class  I  milk  shall  be  all  skim  milk 
(including  reconstituted  skim  milk)  and 
butterfat  (1)  disposed  of  in  the  form  of 
milk  (including  milk  frozen),  skim  milk, 
buttermilk,  yogurt,  flavored  milk,  fla¬ 
vored  milk  drinks,  cream  (sweet  or  sour) , 
any  mixture  (not  including  ice  cream 
mix  disposed  of  to  a  commercial  proc¬ 
essor  or  any  mixture  disposed  of  in  con¬ 
tainers  or  dispensers  under  pressure  for 
the  purpose  of  dispensing  a  whipped  or 
aerated  product)  of  cream  and  milk  or 
skim  milk  in  fluid  form,  and  (2)  not 
specifically  accounted  for  under  para¬ 
graph  (b)  of  this  section; 

(b)  Class  II  milk  shall  be  all  skim 
milk  and  butterfat  (1)  disposed  of  or  on 
hand  (or  used  to  produce,  in  the  case 
of  ice  cream,  aerated  cream  products, 
and  and  frozen  desserts)  any  product 
other  than  those  specified  in  paragraph 


(a)  of  this  section,  (2)  disposed  of  for 
livestock  feed,  (3)  disposed  of  in  bulk 
to  bakeries,  soup  companies,  and  candy 
manufacturing  establishments  in  their 
capacity  as  such,  (4)  contained  in 
monthly  inventory  variations,  (5)  in  ac¬ 
tual  shrinkage  of  producer  milk  com¬ 
puted  pursuant  to  §  925.42  but  not  in 
excess  of  3  percent  of  the  quantity  of 
skim  milk  and  butterfat,  respectively, 
accounted  for  pursuant  to  subparagraph 
(1)  of  this  paragraph  (except  that  ac¬ 
counted  for  pursuant  to  the  paren¬ 
thetical  provision  in  such  subpara¬ 
graph),  and  (6)  in  actual  shrinkage  of 
other  source  milk  computed  pursuant 
to  §  925.42. 

§  925.42  Shrinkage.  The  market  ad¬ 
ministrator  shall  determine  the  shrink¬ 
age  of  skim  milk  and  butterfat,  respec¬ 
tively,  in  producer  milk  and  in  other 
source  milk  in  the  following  manner: 

(a)  Compute  the  total  shrinkage  of 
skim  milk  and  butterfat,  respectively, 
for  each  handler;  and 

(b)  Prorate  the  total  shrinkage  of 
skim  milk  and  butterfat,  respectively, 
computed  pursuant  to  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  section,  between  the  pounds  of  pro¬ 
ducer  milk  and  other  source  milk  after 
deducting  receipts  from  other  handlers. 

§  925.43  Responsibility  of  handlers 
and  reclassification  of  milk,  (a)  All 
skim  milk  and  butterfat  shall  be  Class  I 
milk  unless  the  handler  who  first  re¬ 
ceives  such  skim  milk  or  butterfat  proves 
that  such  skim  milk  and  butterfat  should 
be  classified  as  Class  II  milk. 

(b)  The  burden  shall  rest  upon  each 
handler  to  establish  the  sources  of  milk 
and  milk  products  required  to  be  re¬ 
ported  by  him  pursuant  to  §  925.30. 

(c)  Except  as  provided  in  §  925.44  (a) 
(3)  and  (c)  (1) ,  any  skim  milk  or  butter¬ 
fat  classified  in  one  class  shall  be  re¬ 
classified  if  used  or  reused  by  any  han¬ 
dler  in  another  class. 

§  925.44  Transfers.  Skim  milk  and 
butterfat  moved  in  any  of  the  forms 
specified  in  §  925.41  (a)  (1)  from  one 
plant  to  another  shall  be  assigned  (sepa¬ 
rately)  to  each  class  in  the  following 
manner: 

(a)  From  country  plants  to  fluid  milk 
plants  and  between  fluid  milk  plants: 

(1)  As  Class  I  milk  to  the  extent  Class 
I  milk  is  available  at  the  transferee  plant 
if  the  transfer  is  (i)  from  a  country  plant 
or  fluid  milk  plant  located  in  district 
No.  1  to  any  fluid  milk  plant,  (ii)  from  a 
country  plant  located  outside  district  No. 

1  to  a  fluid  milk  plant  in  district  No.  2  or 
district  No.  3,  or  (iii)  between  fluid  milk 
plants  not  located  in  district  No.  1. 

(2)  As  Class  I  milk  to  the  extent  Class 
I  milk  is  available  at  the  transferee 
plant  if  the  transfer  is  from  a  country 
plant  or  fluid  milk  plant  located  outside 
district  No.  1  to  a  fluid  milk  plant  in 
district  No.  1 :  Provided,  That  the  quan¬ 
tity  of  Class  I  milk  at  the  transferee 
plant  available  for  assignment  to  the 
transferor  plant  shall  be  limited  to  the 
amount  remaining  after  Class  I  milk  in 
the  transferee  plant  has  been  assigned 
first  receipts  from  country  plants  lo¬ 
cated  in  district  No.  1,  and  then  to  re¬ 
ceipts  directly  from  producers  at  the 
transferee  fluid  milk  plant:  And  pro - 
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vided  further,  That  if  such  transfers 
originate  with  more  than  one  plant  lo¬ 
cated  outside  district  No.  1  the  total 
quantity  of  Class  I  milk  available  for 
assignment  to  such  plants  shall  be  pro¬ 
rated  among  such  plants  in  proportion 
to  the  respective  quantities  transferred. 

(3)  As  Class  I  milk  if  the  transfer  is 
to  the  plant  of  a  producer-handler. 

(b)  From  a  fluid  milk  plant  or  coun¬ 
try  plant  to  a  country  plant :  As  Class  II 
milk:  Provided,  That  <  1 )  the  skim  milk  is 
butterfat  so  assigned  to  CTass  II  milk 
shall  be  limited  to  the  amount  thereof 
remaining  in  Class  II  milk  in  the  trans¬ 
feree  plant  after  the  subtraction,  pur¬ 
suant  to  §  925.45  (b)  (2),  of  other  source 
milk  received  at  such  plant,  and  (2)  any 
additional  amounts  of  such  skim  milk 
or  butterfat  shall  be  assigned  to  Class  I 
milk. 

(c>  From  a  country  plant  or  fluid  milk 
plant  to  a  nonpool  plant: 

(1)  As  Class  I  milk  if  the  transfer  is 
to  a  nonpool  plant  not  located  in  the 
marketing  area  or  in  the  counties  of 
Clallam,  Jefferson,  Grays  Harbor,  Kit¬ 
sap,  Island,  or  Mason  in  the  State  of 
Washington. 

(2)  As  Class  I  milk  if  the  transfer  is 
to  a  nonpool  plant  not  located  in  the 
marketing  area  but  within  the  counties 
named  in  subparagraph  (1)  of  this  par¬ 
agraph  which  is  engaged  in  the  distri¬ 
bution  of  milk  for  consumption  as  fluid 
milk,  unless  the  receipts  and  utilization 
of  milk  and  milk  products  at  the  non¬ 
pool  plant  are  reported  to  the  market 
administrator  and  he  is  permitted  to 
audit  the  records  of  such  nonpool  plant 
for  the  purpose  of  verification;  and  if 
such  conditions  are  met,  the  milk  trans¬ 
ferred  shall  be  classified  as  follows: 

<i)  The  classification  of  all  skim  milk 
and  butterfat  at  such  nonpool  plant 
shall  be  determined  on  the  basis  of  the 
classes  of  utilization  set  forth  in  §  925.41 ; 
and 

(ii>  The  skim  milk  and  butterfat  so 
transferred  shall  be  allocated  to  Class  I 
milk  to  the  extent  available  at  such  plant 
and  any  remaining  quantity  to  Class  II 
milk. 

<  3 )  As  Class  II  milk  if  the  transfer  is 
to  a  nonpool  plant  located  in  the  mar¬ 
keting  area  or  within  any  of  the  coun¬ 
ties  specified  in  subparagraph  (1)  of  this 
paragraph  which  is  not  engaged  in  the 
distribution  of  milk  for  consumption  as 
fluid  milk:  Provided,  That  if  such  plant 
disposes  of  skim  milk  or  butterfat  in 
any  of  the  forms  specified  in  §  925.41  (a) 

( 1  >  to  any  other  nonpool  plant  distribut¬ 
ing  milk  in  fluid  form  which  is  not  lo¬ 
cated  in  the  marketing  area  or  in  the 
counties  specified  in  subparagraph  (1) 
of  this  paragraph,  such  disposition  up  to 
the  quantity  of  producer  milk  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  first  nonpool  plant  shall 
be  classified  as  Class  I  milk. 

§  925  45  Computation  of  the  quantity 
of  producer  milk  in  each  class.  For  each 
handler  the  market  administrator  shall; 

(a)  Correct  for  mathematical  and  for 
other  obvious  errors  the  monthly  report 
submitted  by  such  handler  and  compute 
the  total  pounds  of  skim  milk  and  but¬ 
terfat  in  each  class; 

(b)  Allocate  skim  milk  in  the  follow¬ 
ing  manner; 


(1)  Subtract  from  the  total  pounds 
of  skim  milk  in  Class  II  milk  the  pounds 
of  skim  milk  shrinkage  allowed  pursuant 
to  §  925.41  (b)  (5) ; 

(2)  Subtract  from  the  pounds  of  skim 
milk  in  Class  II  milk  the  pounds  of  skim 
milk  in  other  source  milk  received: 
Provided,  That  if  the  receipts  of  skim 
milk  in  other  source  milk  are  greater 
than  the  pounds  of  skim  milk  in  Class 
II  milk,  an  amount  equal  to  the  differ¬ 
ence  shall  be  subtracted  from  the  pounds 
of  skim  milk  in  Class  I  milk; 

(3)  Subtract  from  the  remaining 
pounds  of  skim  milk  in  each  class  the 
skim  milk  received  from  other  fluid  milk 
plants  and  country  plants; 

(4)  Add  to  the  remaining  pounds  of 
Class  II  milk,  the  amount  subtracted 
pursuant  to  subparagraph  (1)  of  this 
paragraph;  and 

(5)  If  the  remaining  pounds  of  skim 
milk  in  both  classes  exceed  the  pounds 
of  skim  milk  in  milk  received  from  pro¬ 
ducers,  subtract  such  excess  (herein¬ 
after  referred  to  as  “overage”)  from  the 
remaining  pounds  of  skim  milk  in  each 
class  beginning  with  Class  II  milk. 

(c)  Allocate  butterfat  in  accordance 
writh  the  procedure  prescribed  for  skim 
milk  in  paragraph  (b)  with  this  section. 

(d)  Add  together  for  each  class  the 
quantities  of  skim  milk  and  butterfat 
in  such  class  computed  pursuant  to 
paragraphs  (b)  and  (c)  of  this  section 
and  compute  the  weighted  average  but¬ 
terfat  content  of  such  class. 

MINIMUM  PRICES 

§  925.50  Basic  formula  price  to  he 
used  in  determining  Class  I  prices.  The 
basic  formula  to  be  used  in  computing 
the  price  per  hundredweight  of  Class  I 
milk  for  the  current  month  shall  be  the 
highest  of  the  prices  computed  pursuant 
to  paragraphs  <a),  (b),  and  <c)  of  this 
section  for  the  preceding  month. 

(a)  Divide  by  3.5  and  then  multiply 
by  4.0  the  average  of  the  basic,  or  field, 
prices  per  hundredweight  reported  to 
have  been  paid,  or  to  be  paid,  for  milk 
of  3.5  percent  butterfat  content  received 
from  dairy  farmers  during  the  month  at 
the  following  plants  or  places  for  which 
prices  have  been  reported  to  the  market 
administrator  or  to  the  Department: 
Present  Operator  and  Location 

E^rden  Co..  Mount  Pleasant,  Mich. 
Carnation  Co.,  Sparta,  Mich. 

Pet  Milk  Co.,  Hudson,  Mich. 

Pet  Milk  Co.,  Wayland,  Mich. 

Pet  Milk  Co.,  Coopersville.  Mich. 

Borden  Co.,  Greenville,  Wis. 

Borden  Co.,  Black  Creek,  Wis. 

Borden  Co.,  Orfordville,  Wis. 

Borden  Co.,  New  London,  Wis. 

Carnation  Co.,  Chilton,  Wis. 

Carnation  Co.,  Berlin,  Wis. 

Carnation  Co.,  Richland  Center,  Wis. 
Carnation  Co.,  Oconomowoc,  Wis. 
Carnation  Co.,  Jefferson,  Wis. 

Pet  Milk  Co.,  New  Glarue,  Wis. 

Pet  Milk  Co.,  Belleville,  Wis. 

White  House  Milk  Co.,  Manitowoc,  Wis. 
White  House  Milk  Co.,  West  Bend,  Wis. 

(b>  The  price  per  hundredweight 
computed  by  the  market  administrator 
from  the  following  formula: 

(1)  Multiply  the  simple  average  of 
the  daily  average  wholesale  selling  prices 
(using  the  midpoint  of  any  price  range 
as  one  price)  of  Grade  A  (92-score) 


bulk  cremery  butter  per  pound  at  Chi¬ 
cago,  as  reported  by  the  Department 
during  the  month,  by  6; 

(2)  Add  2.4  times  the  simple  average, 
as  published  by  the  Department,  of  the 
prices  determined  per  pound  of  “Ched¬ 
dars”  on  the  Wisconsin  Cheese  Exchange 
at  Plymouth,  Wisconsin,  for  the  trading 
days  that  fall  within  the  month; 

(3)  Divide  by  7; 

(4)  Add  50  percent  thereof;  and 

(5)  Multiply  by  4. 

(c)  The  price  per  hundredweight  com¬ 
puted  by  the  market  administrator  from 
the  following  formula: 

(1)  Multiply  by  4.8  the  simple  average 
of  the  daily  wholesale  selling  prices  (us¬ 
ing  the  midpoint  of  any  price  range  as 
one  price)  of  Grade  AA  (93-score)  bulk 
creamery  butter  per  pound  at  Chicago, 
as  reported  by  the  Department  during 
the  month:  Provided,  That,  if  no  price 
is  reported  for  Grade  AA  (93-score)  but¬ 
ter,  the  highest  of  the  prices  reported 
for  Grade  A  (92-score)  butter  for  that 
day  shall  be  used  in  lieu  of  the  price  for 
Grade  AA  (93-score)  butter; 

(2)  Multiply  by  8.2  the  simple  average 
of  the  weighted  averages  of  carlot  prices 
per  pound  for  nonfat  dry  milk  solids, 
spray  and  roller  process,  respectively,  for 
human  consumption,  f.  o.  b.  manufactur¬ 
ing  plants  in  the  Chicago  area,  as  pub¬ 
lished  for  the  period  from  the  26th  day 
of  the  immediately  preceding  month 
through  the  25th  day  of  the  current 
month  by  the  Department;  and 

(3)  From  the  sum  of  the  results  ar¬ 
rived  at  under  subparagraphs  (li  and 
(2)  of  this  paragi€ph,  subtract  67  cents. 

§  925.51  Class  prices.  Subject  to  the 
differential  provided  in  §  925.52,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  are  the  minimum  prices  per  hun¬ 
dredweight  to  handlers  for  Class  I  milk 
and  Class  II  milk: 

(a)  Class  1  milk.  The  price  for  Class 
I  milk  shall  be  $5.56  per  hundredwei  nt 
reduced  by  steps  of  23  cents  per  hundred¬ 
weight  in  each  three-month  period  after 
January  of  any  year  following  1951  if, 
during  the  period  October-December  im¬ 
mediately  preceding,  the  pounds  of  Class 

I  milk  for  all  handlers  (computed  pur¬ 
suant  to  §  925.45  <d) )  is  less  than  80 
percent  of  the  total  pounds  of  milk  re¬ 
ceived  by  such  handlers  from  producers: 
Provided,  That  at  such  time  as  the  basic 
formula  price  plus  $1.45  results  in  a  price 
for  the  month  higher  than  that  com¬ 
puted  prior  to  this  proviso,  the  Class  I 
price  for  such  month  and  for  each  month 
thereafter  shall  be  the  basic  formula 
price  plus  $1.45. 

(b)  Class  II  milk.  The  price  for  Class 

II  milk  shall  be  that  computed  by  the 
market  administrator  from  the  following 
formula : 

(1)  Multiply  by  4.8  the  simple  average 
of  the  daily  wholesale  selling  prices  (us¬ 
ing  the  midpoint  of  any  price  range  as 
one  price)  of  Grade  A  A  (93-score)  bulk 
creamery  butter  per  pound  at  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  as  reported  by  the  Department 
during  the  month:  Provided,  That,  if  no 
price  is  reported  for  Grade  AA  (93-score) 
butter,  the  highest  of  the  prices  reported 
for  Grade  A  (92 -score)  butter  for  that 
day  shall  be  used  in  lieu  of  the  price  for 
Grade  AA  (93-score)  butter; 

(2)  Multiply  by  8.2  the  simple  average 
of  the  weighted  averages  of  carlot  prices 
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per  pound  for  nonfat  dry  milk  solids, 
spray  and  roller  process,  respectively,  for 
human  consumption,  f .  o.  b.  manufactur¬ 
ing  plants  in  the  Chicago  area,  as  pub¬ 
lished  for  the  period  from  the  26th  day 
of  the  immediately  preceding  month 
through  the  25th  day  of  the  current 
month  by  the  Department;  and 

(3)  From  the  sum  of  the  results  ar¬ 
rived  at  under  subparagraphs  (1)  and 
(2)  of  this  paragraph,  subtract  70  cents. 

§  925.52  Butterfat  differential  to  han¬ 
dlers.  If  the  average  butterfat  content 
of  the  producer  milk  of  any  handler 
allocated  to  any  class  pursuant  to 
§  925.45  is  more  or  less  than  4.0  percent, 
there  shall  be  added  to  the  respective 
class  prices  computed  pursuant  to 
§  925.51  for  each  one-tenth  of  1  percent 
that  the  average  butterfat  content  of 
such  milk  is  above  4.0  percent,  or  sub¬ 
tracted  for  each  one-tenth  of  1  percent 
that  such  average  butterfat  content  is 
below  4.0  percent,  a  butterfat  differen¬ 
tial  computed  by  multiplying  the  simple 
average,  as  computed  by  the  market 
administrator,  of  the  daily  wholesale 
selling  prices  per  pound  (using  the  mid¬ 
point  of  any  price  range  as  one  price) 
of  Grade  A  (92 -score)  bulk  creamery 
butter  at  San  Francisco  as  reported  by 
the  Department  during  the  preceding 
month  by  the  applicable  factor  listed 
below  and  dividing  the  result  by  10 : 

(a)  Class  I  milk:  Multiply  by  1.40; 

(b)  Class  II  milk:  Multiply  by  1.15. 

§  925.53  Location  adjustment  credit 
to  handlers.  In  computing  the  value  of 
each  handler’s  milk  there  shall  be  cred¬ 
ited  with  respect  to  skim  milk  and  but¬ 
terfat,  respectively,  in  producer  milk 
received  at  a  plant  located  outside  of 
district  No.  1  and  the  counties  of  Kitsap 
and  Mason  and  classified  as  Class  I  milk, 
25  cents  per  hundredweight:  Provided, 
That  an  additional  10  cents  shall  be 
credited  with  respect  to  skim  milk  and 
butterfat  so  received  and  classified  at 
any  plant  located  in  Clallam  or  Jefferson 
counties. 

DETERMINATION  OF  BASE 

§  925.60  Computation  of  daily  base. 
Subject  to  the  rules  set  forth  in  §  925.61, 
the  market  administrator  shall  deter¬ 
mine  daily  bases  for  producers  in  the 
manner  provided  in  paragraphs  (a),  (b) 
and  (c)  of  this  section: 

(a)  During  the  period  from  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  this  part  through  September 
1951  and  during  the  period  from  October 
of  any  year  through  February  of  the  next 
year,  inclusive,  each  producer’s  base  shall 
be  his  total  pounds  of  milk  delivered  to 
a  handler(s)  in  the  current  month  di¬ 
vided  by  the  number  of  days  of  such 
producer’s  delivery  in  such  month. 

<b)  During  each  of  the  months  of 
March  through  September,  inclusive,  of 
each  year  after  1951,  the  daily  base  of 
each  producer  whose  milk  was  received 
by  a  handler (s)  on  not  less  than  90  days 
during  the  immediately  preceding 
months  of  October  through  January,  in¬ 
clusive,  shall  be  a  quantity  computed  by 
the  market  administrator  by  dividing 
such  producer’s  total  pounds  of  milk  de¬ 
livered  in  such  four-month  period  by  the 
number  of  days  on  which  delivery  wTas 
made. 


(c)  During  the  period  from  March 
through  September,  inclusive,  of  each 
year  after  1951,  the  daily  base  for  the 
current  month  of  any  producer  who  is 
not  eligible  to  receive  a  base  computed 
pursuant  to  paragraph  (b)  of  this  section 
shall  be  a  quantity  computed  by  the 
handler,  subject  to  verification  by  the 
market  administrator,  by  dividing  such 
producer’s  total  pounds  of  milk  delivered 
to  a  handler (s)  in  the  current  month 
divided  by  the  number  of  days  of  his 
delivery  in  such  month  and  multiplied 
by  the  percentage  applicable  for  such 
month  computed  by  the  market  admin¬ 
istrator  as  follows:  divide  the  daily  aver¬ 
age  deliveries  of  milk  to  handlers  by  all 
producers  in  the  period  from  October  of 
the  preceding  year  through  January  of 
the  current  year,  inclusive,  by  the  daily 
average  deliveries  of  all  producers  to 
handlers  in  the  current  month,  and  sub¬ 
tract  10  from  the  figure  so  obtained. 

§  925.61  Base  rules.  The  following 
rules  shall  be  observed  in  the  determin¬ 
ation  of  bases: 

(a)  A  producer  with  a  base,  including 
a  landlord  or  tenant,  shall  retain  such 
base  when  moving  his  entire  herd  from 
one  farm  to  another;  Provided,  That  at 
the  beginning  of  a  tenant  and  landlord 
relationship  the  bases  of  both  landlord 
and  tenant  shall  be  combined. 

(b)  A  landlord  who  rents  to  a  tenant 
on  a  share  basis  is  entitled  to  the  entire 
base  if  the  landlord  owns  the  entire 
herd.  A  tenant  who  rents  on  a  share 
basis  is  entitled  to  the  entire  base  if  the 
tenant  owns  the  entire  herd.  In  the 
event  both  landlord  and  tenant  have 
ownership  in  a  herd,  the  base  shall  be 
combined  base  to  be  divided  equally  be¬ 
tween  the  joint  owners  when  such  share 
basis  is  terminated:  Provided,  That  if 
the  market  administrator  is  notified  in 
writing  by  both  parties  on  or  before  the 
last  day  of  any  month  of  an  agreement 
to  divide  the  base  otherwise,  such  base 
shall  be  divided  in  acordance  with  such 
agreement  beginning  with  such  month. 

(c)  In  the  case  of  a  landlord  or  tenant 
who  owns  a  herd  and  has  no  base  com¬ 
puted  pursuant  to  §  925.60  (b),  who 
combines  herds  with  a  landlord  or  ten¬ 
ant  having  a  base  so  computed,  such  base 
may  be  relinquished  by  notifying  the 
market  administrator  within  10  days 
after  the  herds  are  combined  and  a  new 
base  acquired  with  respect  to  the  total 
deliveries  from  the  combined  herds  in 
accordance  with  the  method  provided 
in  §  925.60  <c)  beginning  with  the  month 
in  which  such  notification  is  given. 

(d)  A  producer  who  ceases  deliveries 
to  a  fluid  milk  plant  or  country  plant 
for  more  than  45  days  shall  lose  his  base 
if  computed  pursuant  to  §  925.60  (b)  and 
if  he  resumes  deliveries  to  such  a  plant 
he  shall  be  paid  on  a  base  determined 
pursuant  to  §  925.60  (c)  until  he  can 
establish  a  new  base  under  §  925.60  (b) 
beginning  the  next  March  1. 

(e)  A  base  may  be  transferred  only 
in  the  event  of  the  death  or  retirement 
of  a  person  having  a  base  where  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  his  immediate  family  continues 
to  supply  producer  milk  to  a  handler 
from  the  same  farm. 

(f)  By  notifying  the  market  adminis¬ 
trator  at  least  30  days  in  advance,  a 


producer  having  a  base  established  pur¬ 
suant  to  §  925.60  <b)  may  relinquish 
such  base  by  cancellation  once  in  any 
12-month  period  ending  with  January, 
and  acquire  a  base  to  be  effective  until 
the  next  March  1  in  the  manner  pro¬ 
vided  by  §  925.60  (c). 

(g)  In  the  event  of  a  partnership,  the 
base  computed  pursuant  to  §  925.60  (b) 
shall  be  a  combined  base  and  in  the  event 
of  dissolution  of  the  partnership,  the 
base  shall  be  divided  equally  between  the 
partners  when  such  partnership  is  termi¬ 
nated:  Provided,  That  if  the  market  ad¬ 
ministrator  is  notified  in  writing  by  both 
parties  on  or  before  the  last  day  of  any 
month  of  an  agreement  to  divide  the 
base  otherwise,  such  base  shall  be  di¬ 
vided  in  accordance  with  such  agree¬ 
ment  beginning  with  such  month. 

(h)  As  soon  as  bases  computed  by  the 
market  administrator  are  allotted,  notice 
of  the  amount  of  each  producer’s  base 
shall  be  given  by  the  market  adminis¬ 
trator  to  the  handler  receiving  the  pro¬ 
ducer’s  milk  and  to  the  cooperative 
association  of  which  the  producer  is  a 
member. 

(i)  If  a  producer  operates  more  than 
one  farm,  he  shall  establish  a  separate 
base  with  respect  to  producer  milk  de¬ 
livered  from  each  such  farm. 

DETERMINATION  OF  UNIFORM  PRICE 

§  925.70  Computation  of  value  of  milk. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 

(b)  of  this  section,  the  total  value  of 
milk  received  during  any  month  by  each 
handler,  including  a  cooperative  asso¬ 
ciation,  shall  be  a  sum  of  money  com¬ 
puted  by  the  market  administrator  as 
follows : 

(1)  Multiply  the  pounds  of  producer 
milk  in  each  class  for  such  month  by  the 
class  price  (§  925.51)  and  add  together 
the  resulting  amounts; 

(2)  Deduct  the  total  amount  of  all 
location  adjustment  credits  computed  in 
accordance  with  §  925.53; 

(3)  Add  or  subtract,  as  the  case  may 
be,  the  amount  necessary  to  correct 
errors  as  disclosed  by  the  verification  of 
reports  of  such  handler  of  his  receipts 
and  utilization  of  skim  milk  and  butter¬ 
fat  in  previous  months  for  which  pay¬ 
ment  has  not  been  made; 

(4)  Add,  if  such  handler  had  overage, 
an  amount  computed  by  multiplying  the 
pounds  of  overage  deducted  from  each 
class  pursuant  to  §  925.45  by  the  ap¬ 
plicable  class  price;  and 

(5)  Add,  with  respect  to  other  source 
milk  received  at  such  handler’s  fluid 
milk  plant (s)  and  country  plant (s)  in 
excess  of  the  total  volume  of  his  Class 
II  milk  (except  allowable  shrinkage)  at 
such  plant  an  amount  computed  by  mul¬ 
tiplying  the  hundredweight  of  such 
other  source  milk  by  the  difference  be¬ 
tween  the  Class  I  milk  and  Class  n  milk 
prices  (§  925.51 1:  and  in  the  case  of  a 
fluid  milk  plant  or  country  plant  located 
outside  of  district  No.  1  and  the  coun¬ 
ties  of  Kitsap  and  Mason,  reduced  by  25 
cents  per  hundredweight. 

(b)  The  value  of  milk  of  each  handler 
who  during  the  month  received  only 
other  source  milk  and  disposed  of  any 
such  milk  within  the  marketing  area  as 
Class  I  milk  pursuant  to  §  925.41  (a)  (1) 
shall  be  a  sum  of  money  computed  by 
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the  market  administrator  by  multiply¬ 
ing  the  hundredweight  of  such  other 
source  milk  so  disposed  of  by  the  differ¬ 
ence  between  the  Class  I  milk  and  Class 
II  milk  prices  (§  925.51)  and,  in  the 
case  of  disposition  within  districts  Nos. 

2  and  3,  reduced  by  25  cents  per 
hundredweight. 

§  925.71  Computation  of  uniform 
price.  For  each  month  the  market  ad¬ 
ministrator  shall  compute  the  uniform 
prices  per  hundredweight  for  base  milk 
and  excess  milk  received  from  producers 
as  follows: 

<  a )  Combine  into  one  total  the  values 
computed  pursuant  to  §  925.70  for  all 
handlers  who  made  the  reports  pre¬ 
scribed  in  §  925.30  and,  after  this  order 
has  been  in  effect  for  two  months,  who 
made  the  payments  pursuant  to  §  925.84 
for  the  preceding  month; 

(b)  Add  the  aggregate  of  the  values 
of  the  location  adjustments  on  base  milk 
allowable  pursuant  to  §  925.81. 

(c)  Add  an  amount  representing  not 
less  than  one- half  of  the  unobligated 
balance  in  the  producer-settlement 
fund; 

<d)  Subtract,  if  the  average  butterfat 
content  of  the  milk  represented  by  the 
values  included  under  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  section  is  greater  than  4.0  percent, 
or  add,  if  such  average  butterfat  con¬ 
tent  is  less  than  4.0  percent,  an  amount 
computed  by  multiplying  the  amount  by 
which  the  average  butterfat  content  of 
such  milk  varies  from  4.0  percent  by  the 
butterfat  differential  computed  pursuant 
to  §  925.82  and  multiplying  the  result¬ 
ing  figure  by  the  total  hundredweight 
of  such  milk; 

(e)  Multiply  the  hundredweight  of 
excess  milk  by  the  Class  II  price  for 
4.0  percent  milk; 

<f)  Compute  the  total  value  of  base 
milk  by  subtracting  the  amount  com¬ 
puted  pursuant  to  paragraph  (e)  of  this 
section  from  the  net  amount  computed 
pursuant  to  paragraph  (d)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion:  Provided,  That  if  such  result  is 
greater  than  an  amount  computed  by 
multiplying  the  hundredweight  of  base 
milk  by  the  Class  I  milk  price  (for  4.0 
percent  milk),  such  amount  in  excess 
thereof  shall  be  subtracted  from  the  re¬ 
sult  obtained  prior  to  this  proviso; 

<g)  Divide  the  net  amount  obtained 
in  paragraph  (f)  of  this  section  by  the 
total  hundredweight  of  base  milk  and 
subtract  not  less  than  4  cents  nor  more 
than  5  cents.  This  result  shall  be  known 
as  the  uniform  price  per  hundredweight 
of  base  milk  of  4.0  percent  butterfat  con¬ 
tent;  and 

<h)  Divide  the  amount  obtained  in 
paragraph  (e)  of  this  section  plus  any 
amount  subtracted  pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
viso  of  paragraph  <f)  of  this  section  by 
the  hundredweight  of  excess  milk  and 
subtract  not  less  than  4  cents  nor  more 
than  5  cents.  This  result  shall  be  known 
as  the  uniform  price  per  hundredweight 
of  excess  milk  of  4.0  percent  butterfat 
content. 

PAYMENTS 

§  925.80  Time  and  method  of  pay¬ 
ment  to  producers  and  to  cooperative 
associations,  (a)  On  or  before  the  18th 
day  after  the  end  of  each  month,  each 
handler,  including  a  cooperative  asso¬ 


ciation  which  is  a  handler,  shall  make 
payment  to  each  producer,  for  milk  re¬ 
ceived  at  his  plant  from  such  producer 
during  such  month,  pursuant  to  subpar¬ 
agraphs  (1)  and  (2)  of  this  paragraph: 
Provided,  That  such  payment  shall  be 
^made,  upon  request,  to  a  cooperative 
association,  or  to  its  duly  authorized 
agent,  qualified  under  §  925.5  with  re¬ 
spect  to  milk  received  from  each  pro¬ 
ducer  who  has  given  such  association 
authorization  by  contract  or  by  other 
written  instrument  to  collect  the  pro¬ 
ceeds  from  the  sale  of  his  milk,  and  any 
payment  made  pursuant  to  this  proviso 
shall  be  made  on  or  before  the  16th  day 
after  the  end  of  such  month:  And  pro¬ 
vided  further.  That  if  by  such  date  such 
handler  has  not  received  full  payment 
for  such  month  pursuant  to  §  925.85,  he 
shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  in  violation  of 
this  paragraph  if  he  reduces  uniformly 
for  all  producers  his  payments  per  hun¬ 
dredweight  pursuant  to  this  paragraph 
by  a  total  amount  not  in  excess  of  the 
reduction  in  payment  from  the  market 
administrator;  however,  the  handler 
shall  make  such  balance  of  payment 
uniformly  to  those  producers  to  whom  it 
is  due  on  or  before  the  date  for  making 
payments  pursuant  to  this  paragraph 
next  following  that  on  which  such  bal¬ 
ance  of  payment  is  received  from  the 
market  administrator: 

(1)  At  not  less  than  the  uniform  price 
for  base  milk  for  the  quantity  of  base 
milk  received,  adjusted  by  the  butterfat 
differential  computed  pursuant  to 
§  925.82  and  by  the  applicable  location 
adjustment  provided  in  §  925.81;  and 

(2)  At  not  less  than  the  uniform  price 
for  excess  milk  for  the  quantity  of  excess 
milk  received,  adjusted  by  the  butterfat 
differential  computed  pursuant  to 
§  925.82, 

(b)  On  or  before  the  16th  day  after  the 
end  of  each  month  each  handler  shall 
pay  to  each  cooperative  association 
which  operates  a  fluid  milk  plant  or* 
country  plant,  for  milk  received  from 
such  cooperative  association  during  such 
month,  an  amount  of  money  represent¬ 
ing  not  less  than  the  total  value  of  such 
milk  computed  by  multiplying  the 
pounds  of  such  milk  in  each  class  by  the 
class  price  less  the  amount  of  the  loca¬ 
tion  adjustment  credits  pursuant  to 
§  925.53. 

(c)  None  of  the  provisions  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  shall  be  construed  to  restrict  any 
cooperative  association  qualified  under 
section  8c  (5)  <F)  of  the  act  from  mak¬ 
ing  payment  for  milk  to  its  producers  in 
accordance  with  such  provision  of  the 
act. 

§  925.81  Location  adjustment  to  pro¬ 
ducers.  In  making  payments  to  pro¬ 
ducers  pursuant  to  §  925.80  (a)  (1),  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  25  cents  may  be 
deducted  per  hundredweight  of  base 
milk  received  from  producers  at  a  plant 
located  outside  of  district  No.  1  and  the 
counties  of  Kitsap  or  Mason:  Provided, 
That  an  additional  10  cents  per  hundred¬ 
weight  may  be  deducted  for  base  milk 
received  from  producers  at  a  plant  lo¬ 
cated  in  Clallam  or  Jefferson  counties. 

(b)  At  the  fluid  milk  plant  of  the 
Enumclaw  Cooperative  Creamery  Com¬ 
pany  at  Enumclaw,  at  country  plants 


and  fluid  milk  plants  located  within  the 
marketing  area  in  the  counties  of  Grays 
Harbor,  Lewis  and  Pacific,  and  at  coun¬ 
try  plants  located  within  the  marketing 
area  in  the  counties  of  King,  Pierce, 
Snohomish  and  Thurston,  15  cents  per 
hundredweight. 

§  925.82  Producer  butterfat  differ¬ 
ential.  In  making  payments  pursuant 
to  §  925.80  (a)  for  base  milk  and  for  ex¬ 
cess  milk,  there  shall  be  added  to,  or  sub¬ 
tracted  from,  the  uniform  prices  thereof 
for  each  one-tenth  of  1  percent  that  the 
average  butterfat  content  of  the  milk 
received  from  the  producer  is  above  or 
below  4.0  percent,  a  butterfat  differential 
computed  by  the  market  administrator 
as  follows:  Multiply  the  simple  average 
of  the  daily  wholesale  selling  prices  per 
pound  (using  the  midpoint  of  any  price 
range  as  one  price)  of  Grade  A  (92- 
score)  bulk  creamery  butter  at  San 
Francisco,  as  reported  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  during  the  month  in  which  the 
milk  was  received,  by  1.4  in  the  case  of 
base  milk,  and  by  1.15  in  the  case  of 
excess  milk,  and,  in  each  case,  divide 
the  resulting  amount  by  10,  and  round  to 
the  nearest  one-tenth  of  a  cent. 

§  925.83  Producer -settlement  fund. 
The  market  administrator  shall  estab¬ 
lish  and  maintain  a  separate  fund  known 
as  the  “producer-settlement  fund,”  into 
which  he  shall  deposit  all  payments  made 
by  handlers  pursuant  to  §  925.84  and  out 
of  which  he  shall  make  all  payments  to 
handlers  pursuant  to  §  925.85. 

§  925.84  Payment  to  the  producer- 
settlement  fund.  On  or  before  the  14th 
day  after  the  end  of  the  month  during 
which  the  milk  was  received,  each 
handler,  including  a  cooperative  associa¬ 
tion  which  is  a  handler,  shall  pay  to  the 
market  administrator  the  amount,  if 
any,  by  which  the  total"  value  of  such 
handler’s  milk  as  determined  pursuant 
to  §  925.70  is  greater  than  the  value  of 
such  handler’s  producer  milk  computed 
at  the  minimum  uniform  prices  as  speci¬ 
fied  in  §  925.80  (a).  • 

§  925.85  Payments  out  of  the  pro¬ 
ducer-settlement  fund.  On  or  before 
the  16th  day  after  the  end  of  the  month 
during  which  the  milk  was  received,  the 
market  administrator  shall  pay  to  each 
handler,  including  a  cooperative  associa¬ 
tion  which  is  a  handler,  the  amount,  if 
any,  by  which  the  total  value  of  such 
handler’s  milk  as  determined  pursuant 
to  §  925.70  is  less  than  the  value  of  such 
handler’s  producer  milk  computed  at  the 
minimum  uniform  prices  as  specified  in 
§  925.80  (a),  and  less  any  unpaid  obliga¬ 
tions  of  such  handler  to  the  market  ad¬ 
ministrator  pursuant  to  §  §  925.84,  925.86, 
925.87,  and  925.88:  Provided,  That  if  the 
balance  in  the  producer-settlement  fund 
is  insufficient  to  make  all  payments  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  paragraph,  the  market 
administrator  shall  reduce  uniformly 
such  payments  and  shall  complete  such 
payments  as  soon  as  the  necessary  funds 
are  available. 

§  925.86  Adjustments  of  accounts. 
Whenever  verification  by  the  market  ad¬ 
ministrator  of  reports  or  payments  of 
any  handler  discloses  errors  resulting  in 
moneys  due  (a)  the  market  administra- 
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tor  from  such  handler,  (b)  such  handler 
from  the  market  administrator,  or  (c) 
any  producer  or  cooperative  association 
from  such  handler,  the  market  adminis¬ 
trator  shall  promptly  notify  such  han¬ 
dler  of  any  amount  so  due  and  payment 
thereof  shall  be  made  on  or  before  the 
next  date  for  making  payments  set  forth 
in  the  provisions  under  which  such  error 
occurred  following  the  5th  day  after  such 
notice. 

§  925.87  Marketing  services,  (a)  Ex¬ 
cept  as  set  forth  in  paragraph  (b)  of 
this  section,  each  handler,  in  making 
payments  to  producers  (other  than  with 
respect  to  milk  of  such  handler’s  own 
production)  pursuant  to  §  925.80  (a), 
shall  make  a  deduction  of  5  cents  per 
hundredweight  of  milk,  or  such  amount 
not  exceeding  5  cents  per  hundredweight 
as  may  be  prescribed  by  the 'Secretary, 
with  respect  to  the  following: 

(1)  All  milk  received  from  producers 
at  a  plant  not  operated  by  a  cooperative 
association;  and 

(2)  All  milk  received  at  a  plant  oper¬ 
ated  by  a  cooperative  association  from 
producers  who  are  not  members  of  such 
association. 

Such  deductions  shall  be  paid  by  the 
handler  to  the  market  administrator  on 
or  before  the  14th  day  after  the  end  of 
the  month.  Such  moneys  shall  be  ex¬ 
pended  by  the  market  administrator  for 
the  verification  of  weights,  sampling, 
and  testing  of  milk  received  from  pro¬ 
ducers  and  in  providing  for  market  in¬ 
formation  to  producers;  such  services  to 
be  performed  in  whole  or  in  part  by  the 
market  administrator  or  by  an  agent 
engaged  by  and  responsible  to  him. 

(b)  In  the  case  of  each  producer  (1) 
who  is  a  member  of,  or  who  has  given 
written  authorization  for  the  rendering 
of  marketing  services  and  the  taking  of 
deduction  therefor  to,  a  cooperative  as¬ 
sociation,  (2)  whose  milk  is  received  at 
a  plant  not  operated  by  such  association, 
and  (3)  for  wrhom  the  market  admin¬ 
istrator  determines  that  such  associa¬ 
tion  is  performing  the  services  described 
in  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section,  each 
handler  shall  deduct,  in  lieu  of  the  de¬ 
duction  specified  under  paragraph  (a) 
of  this  section,  from  the  payments  made 
pursuant  to  §  925.80  (a)  the  amount  per 
hundredweight  on  milk  authorized  by 
such  producer  and  shall  pay  over,  on  or 
before  the  13th  day  after  the  end  of  the 
month,  such  deduction  to  the  association 
entitled  to  receive  it  under  this  para¬ 
graph. 

§  925.88  Expense  of  administration. 
As  his  pro  rata  share  of  the  expense  of 
administration  of  this  part,  each  han¬ 
dler  shall  pay  to  the  market  administra¬ 
tor  on  or  before  the  14th  day  after  the 
end  of  e^ch  month  4  cents  per  hundred¬ 
weight,  or  such  amount  not  exceeding 
4  cents  per  hundredweight  as  the  Secre¬ 
tary  may  prescribe,  with  respect  to  all 
receipts  within  such  month  of  (a)  other 
source  milk  classified  as  Class  I  milk, 
and  <b)  milk  received  from  producers, 
including  such  handler’s  owTn  produc¬ 
tion. 

§  925  89  Termination  of  obligations. 
The  provisions  of  this  section  shall  ap¬ 


ply  to  any  obligation  under  this  part  for 
the  payment  of  money. 

*(a)  The  obligation  of  any  handler  to 
pay  money  required  to  be  paid  under 
the  terms  of  this  part  shall,  except  as 
provided  in  paragraphs  (b)  and  (c)  of 
this  section,  terminate  two  years  after 
the  last  day  of  the  calendar  month  dur¬ 
ing  which  the  market  administrator  re¬ 
ceives  the  handler’s  utilization  report 
on  the  milk  involved  in  such  obligation, 
unless  within  such  twro-year  period  the 
market  administrator  notifies  the  han¬ 
dler  in  writing  that  such  money  is  due 
and  payable.  Service  of  such  notice 
shall  be  complete  upon  mailing  to  the 
handler’s  last  known  address,  and  it 
shall  contain,  but  need  not  be  limited  to, 
the  following  information: 

<T)  The  amount  of  the  obligation; 

(2)  The  month (s)  during  which  the 
milk,  with  respect  to  which  the  obliga¬ 
tion  exists,  was.received  or  handled;  and 

(3)  If  the  obligation  is  payable  to  one 
or  more  producers  or  to  an  association 
of  producers,  the  name  of  such  pro¬ 
ducer  (s)  or  association  of  producers,  or 
if  the  obligation  is  payable  to  the  market 
administrator,  the  account  for  which  it 
is  to  be  paid. 

(b)  If  a  handler  fails  or  refuses,  with 
respect  to  any  obligation  under  this  part, 
to  make  available  to  the  market  admin¬ 
istrator  or  his  representatives  all  books 
and  records  required  by  this  part  to  be 
made  available,  the  market  administra¬ 
tor  may,  within  the  twTo-year  period 
provided  for  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section,  notify  the  handler  in  writing  of 
such  failure  or  refusal.  If  the  market 
administrator  so  notifies  a  handler,  the 
said  two-year  period  with  respect  to  such 
obligation  shall  not  begin  to  run  until  the 
first  day  of  the  calendar  month  follow¬ 
ing  the  month  during  which  all  such 
books  and  records  pertaining  to  such 
obligation  are  made  available  to  the  mar¬ 
ket  administrator  or  his  representatives. 

(c)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
paragraphs  (a)  and  (b>  of  this  section, 
a  handler’s  obligation  under  this  part  to 
pay  money  shall  not  be  terminated  with 
respect  to  any  transaction  involving 
fraud  or  willful  concealment  of  a  fact, 
material  to  the  obligation,  on  the  part  of 
the  handler  against  whom  the  obligation 
is  sought  to  be  imposed. 

(d>  Any  obligation  on  the  part  of  the 
market  administrator  to  pay  a  handler 
any  money  which  such  handler  claims  to 
be  due  him  under  the  terms  of  this  part 
shall  terminate  two  years  after  the  end 
of  the  calendar  month  during  which  the 
milk  involved  in  the  claim  was  received 
if  an  underpayment  is  claimed,  or  two 
years  after  the  end  of  the  calendar 
month  during  which  the  payment  (in¬ 
cluding  deduction  or  set-off  by  the  mar¬ 
ket  administrator)  was  made  by  the 
handler  if  a  refund  on  such  payment  is 
claimed,  unless  such  handler,  within  the 
applicable*  period  of  time,  files,  pursuant 
to  section  8c  (15)  (A)  of  the  act,  a 
petition  claiming  such  money. 

EFFECTIVE  TIME,  SUSPENSION  OR 
TERMINATION 

§  925.90  Effective  time.  The  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  part  or  any  amendment  to 


this  part  shall  become  effective  at  such 
time  as  the  Secretary  may  declare  and 
shall  continue  in  force  until  suspended 
or  terminated  pursuant  to  §  925.91. 

§  925.91  Suspension  or  termination. 
The  Secretary  may  suspend  or  terminate 
this  part  or  any  provision  of  this  part 
whenever  he  finds  this  part  or  any  pro¬ 
vision  hereof  obstructs  or  does  not  tend 
to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the 
act.  This  part  shall  terminate  in  any 
event  whenever  the  provisions  of  the  act 
authorizing  it  cease  to  be  in  effect. 

§  925.92  Continuing  obligations.  If, 
upon  the  suspension  or  termination  of 
any  or  all  provisions  of  this  part,  there 
are  any  obligations  thereunder  the  final 
accrual  or  ascertainment  of  which  re¬ 
quires  further  acts  by  any  person  (in¬ 
cluding  the  market  administrator) ,  such 
further  acts  shall  be  performed  notwith¬ 
standing  such  suspension  or  termination. 

§  925.96  Liquidation.  Upon  the  sus¬ 
pension  or  termination  of  the  provisions 
on  this  part,  except  this  section,  the 
market  administrator,  or  such  other 
liquidating  agent  as  the  Secretary  may 
designate,  shall  if  so  directed  by  the 
Secretary  liquidate  the  business  of  the 
market  administrator’s  office,  dispose  of 
all  property  in  his  possession  or  control, 
including  accounts  receivable,  and  ex¬ 
ecute  and  deliver  all  assignments  or 
other  instruments  necessary  or  appro¬ 
priate  to  effectuate  any  such  disposi¬ 
tion.  If  a  liquidating  agent  is  so  desig¬ 
nated,  all  assets,  books  and  records  of 
the  market  administrator  shall  be  trans¬ 
ferred  promptly  to  such  liquidating 
agent.  If,  upon  such  liquidation,  the 
funds  on  hand  exceed  the  amounts  re¬ 
quired  to  pay  outstanding  obligations  of 
the  office  of  the  market  administrator 
and  to  pay  necessary  expenses  of  liquid¬ 
ation  and  distribution,  such  excess  shall 
be  distributed  to  contributing  handlers 
and  producers  in  an  equitable  manner. 

MISCELLANEOUS  PROVISIONS 

§  925.100  Agents.  The  Secretary  may, 
by  designation  in  writing,  name  any  of¬ 
ficer  or  employee  of  the  United  States 
to  act  as  his  agent  or  representative  in 
connection  with  any  of  the  provisions 

of  this  part. 

* 

§  925.101  Separability  of  provisioyis. 
If  any  provision  of  this  part,  or  its  ap¬ 
plication  to  any  person  or  circum¬ 
stances,  is  held  invalid,  the  application 
of  such  provision  j>nd  of  the  remaining 
provisions  of  this  part,  to  other  persons 
or  circumstances  shall  not  be  affected 
thereby. 

§  925.102  Producer -handlers.  Sec¬ 
tions  925.40  to  925.45,  inclusive,  925.50  to 
925.53,  inclusive,  925.70  to  925.71,  inclu¬ 
sive,  and  925.80  to  925.89,  inclusive,  shall 
not  apply  to  a  producer-handler. 

Filed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  29th 
day  of  January  1951. 

[seal]  John  I.  Thompson, 

Assistant  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1587;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

8:52  a.  m.] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

153054) 

Colorado 

NOTICE  OF  FILING  OF  PLAT  OF  SURVEY 

January  24, 1951. 

Notice  is  given  that  the  plat  of  original 
survey  of  the  following  described  lands, 
accepted  July  21,  1949,  will  be  officially 
filed  in  the  Land  Office,  Denver,  Colorado, 
effective  at  10:00  a.  m.  on  the  35th  day 
after  the  date  of  this  notice: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian 

T.  3  S.,  R.  73  W., 

Sec.  30,  lot  1. 

The  area  described  aggregates  5.17 
acres. 

Available  information  indicates  that 
the  land  described  is  rough  and  moun¬ 
tainous  with  some  level  bottom  land. 

The  above-described  tract  was  with¬ 
drawn  by  Executive  order  of  July  2,  1910, 
and  placed  in  Power  Site  Reserve. 

In  view  thereof,  the  land  will  not  be 
subject  to  disposition  under  the  general 
public  land  laws  by  reason  of  the  official 
filing  of  the  plat. 

William  Zimmerman,  Jr., 
Assistant  Director. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1564;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 
8:45  a.  m.| 


[1646293) 

Idaho 

notice  of  filing  of  plats  of  original 

SURVEYS 

January  25,  1951. 

Notice  is  given  that  the  plats  of  orig¬ 
inal  surveys  of  the  following  described 
lands,  accepted  November  7,  1942,  De¬ 
cember  15,  23,  1942,  and  March  9,  1943, 
will  be  officially  filed  in  the  Land  and 
Survey  Office,  Boise,  Idaho,  effective 
10:90  a.  m.  on  the  35th  day  aft£r  the  date 
of  this  notice: 

Boise  Meridian 

T.  5  N.,  R.  26  E., 

Secs.  1.  12.  13,  all; 

Sec.  25.  Lots  3,  4,  EyaSW'i,  SE’4: 

Sec.  36,  Lots  6.  7,  8.  9,  10,  NE’^NW^,  N>'2 
NE>4; 

T.  5  N.,  R.  28  E., 

Secs.  1  to  36,  inclusive,  all. 

T.  6  N.,  R.  28  E  , 

Secs.  26  to  35  inclusive,  all. 

T.  7  N.,  R.  28  E., 

Secs.  13.  14,  15,  22,  23,  24.  all. 

T.  8  N.,  R.  28  E., 

Secs.  1  to  5  inclusive,  all; 

Secs.  8  to  17  inclusive,  all: 

Secs.  22  to  25  inclusive,  all. 

T.  9  N..  R.  28  E.. 

Secs.  1  to  36,  inclusive,  all. 

T.  8  N..  R.  30  E.. 

Secs.  6.  7.  18.  19.  30,  31,  all; 

Sec.  32.  W%. 

T.  8  N„  R.  31  E„ 

Secs.  3,  4,  9,  10,  15,  16,  all. 


T.  9  N„  R.  31  E„ 

Secs.  1,  2,  3,  all; 

Secs.  10  to  15  inclusive,  all; 

Secs.  22  to  27  inclusive,  all; 

Secs.  34,  35,  36,  all. 

T  11  N.,  R.  32  E., 

Secs.  1  to  14  inclusive,  all; 

Secs.  23,  24,  all. 

The  areas  described,  exclusive  of  seg¬ 
regations,  aggregate  100,028.83  acres. 

Available  data  indicates  that  the  lands 
described  are  level  and  rolling  to  rough 
and  mountainous. 

All  of  sec.  1,  EV2  sec.  12,  EJ/2  sec.  13,  T. 

5  N.,  R.  26  E.,  all  of  secs.  3  to  11, 14  to  23, 
25  to  30,  32  to  36,  all  inclusive,  T.  5  N.,  R. 
28  E.,  all  of  secs.  31  to  34  incl.,  T.  6  N.,  R. 
28  E.,  all  of  secs.  1,  2,  3,  4,  all  of  secs.  9  to 
15,  T.  8  N.,  R.  28  E„  all  of  secs.  1  to  18 
incl.,  NV2  sec.  19,  N1^,  SEVi  sec.  20,  all  of 
secs.  21  to  28  inch,  El/2  sec.  29,  E!/2  sec. 
32,  all  of  secs.  33  to  36  inch,  T.  9  N.,  R.  28 
E.,  are  within  the  exterior  boundaries  of 
the  Challis  National  Forest  by  proclama¬ 
tion  of  November  5,  1906,  May  19,  1913, 
February  9, 1923,  and  Executive  orders  of 
July  1.  1908,  and  October  8,  1938.  All  of 
secs.  30,  21,  WV2  sec.  32,  T.  8  N„  R.  30  E., 
all  of  secs.  1,  2,  3,  all  secs.  10  to  15  inch, 
all  sec.  24.  T.  9  N„  R.  31  E.,  Lots  3,  4,  S*/2- 
NWy4.  SWVi  sec.  1,  all  of  secs.  2  to  11 
inch.  Lots  3,  4,  W'/2,  W^SEVi  sec.  12, 
all  of  secs.  13,  14,  23,  24,  T.  11  N„  R.  32 
E.,  B.  M.,  are  within  the  exterior  bound¬ 
aries  of  the  Salmon  National  Forest  by 
proclamations  of  November  5,  1906, 
March  1,  1907,  July  1, 1910,  May  19  1913, 
September  7,  1916,  and  by  Executive 
orders  of  July  1,  1908,  and  October  8, 
1938.  Therefore,  these  lands  are  not 
public  lands  subject  to  disposition  under 
the  general  public  land  laws. 

All  those  portions  of  Lot  4,  SW!/4 
NW!4,  W&SWft  sec.  14,  Lots  2,  3, 

w^NW’i,  sEy4Nwy4,  neuswu, 

NWy4SEy4  sec.  23,  T.  7  N„  R.  28  E.,  B.  M., 
lying  within  50  feet  of  the  center  line  of 
the  transmission  line  right-of-wray  of  the 
Utah  Power  and  Light  Company  were 
reserved  September  5, 1930,  and  included 
in  Federal  Power  Project  No.  765. 

No  applications  for  the  remainder  of 
the  described  lands  may  be  allowed  un¬ 
der  the  homestead,  desert  land,  small 
tract,  or  any  other  non-mineral  public 
land  laws  unless  the  land  has  already 
been  classified  as  valuable  or  suitable  for 
such  application  or  shall  be  so  classified 
upon  consideration  of  an  application. 

According  to  the  field  notes  and  as 
shown  by  the  plat,  there  is  a  spring  in 
the  SE14SE1,4  sec.  8  and  3  springs  in 
the  NE  y4  sec.  23,  T.  8  N„  R.  28  E„  B.  M. 

The  legal  subdivision  containing 
springs  and  the  lands  within  a  quarter 
of  a  mile  of  such  springs  may  be  af¬ 
fected  by  the  general  withdrawal  made 
by  Executive  order  of  April  17,  1926  (43 
CFR  292.1),  creating  Public  Water  Re¬ 
serve  No.  107,  but  the  question  of 
whether  the  springs  are  of  such  size  or 
value  or  so  needed  by  the  public  as  to 
bring  the  lands  within  the  scope  of  the 
withdrawal  is  left  for  future  determina¬ 
tion. 

At  the  hour  and  date  specified  above 
the  said  lands  shall,  subject  to  valid 


existing  rights  and  the  provisions  of 
existing  withdrawals,  become  subject  to 
application,  petition,  location,  or  selec¬ 
tion  as  follows: 

(a)  Ninety-one  day  period  for  prefer¬ 
ence-right  filings.  For  a  period  of  91 
days,  commencing  at  the  hour  and  on  the 
day  specified  above,  the  public  lands 
affected  by  this  notice  shall  be  subject 
only  to  (1)  application  under  the  home¬ 
stead  or  the  desert-land  laws  or  the 
Small  Tract  Act  of  June  1,  1938,  52  Stat. 
609  (43  U.  S.  C.  682a),  as  amended,  by 
qualified  veterans  of  World  War  II  and 
other  qualified  persons  entitled  to  prefer¬ 
ence  under  the  act  of  September  27, 
1944,  58  Stat.  747  (43  U.  S.  C.  279-284) , 
as  amended,  subject  to  the  requirements 
of  applicable  law,  and  (2)  application 
under  any  applicable  public-land  law, 
based  on  prior  existing  valid  settlement 
rights  and  preference  rights  conferred 
by  existing  laws  or  equitable  claims  sub¬ 
ject  to  allowance  and  confirmation. 
Applications  under  subdivision’ (1)  of 
this  paragraph  shall  be  subject  to  appli¬ 
cations  and  claims  of  the  classes 
described  in  subdivision  (2)  of  this  para¬ 
graph.  All  applications  filed  under  this 
paragraph  either  at  or  before  10:00  a.  m. 
on  the  35th  day  after  the  date  of  this 
notice  shall  be  treated  as  though  filed 
simultaneously  at  that  time.  All  appli¬ 
cations  filed  under  this  paragraph  after 
10:00  a.  m.  on  the  said  35th  day  shall  be 
considered  in  the  order  of  filing. 

(b)  Date  for  non-preference-right  fil¬ 
ings.  Commencing  at  10:00  a.  m.  on  the 
126th  day  after  the  date  of  this  notice, 
any  lands  remaining  unappropriated 
shall  become  subject  to  such  application, 
petition,  location,  selection,  or  other 
appropriation  by  the  public  generally 
as  may  be  authorized  by  the  public-land 
laws.  All  such  applications  filed  either 
at  or  before  10:00  a.  m.  on  the  126th  day 
after  the  date  of  this  notice,  shall  be 
treated  as  though  filed  simultaneously  at 
the  hour  specified  on  such  126th  day. 
All  applications  filed  thereafter  shall  be 
considered  in  the  order  of  filing. 

A  veteran  shall  accompany  his  appli¬ 
cation  with  a  complete  photostatic,  or 
other  copy  (both  sides),  of  his  certificate 
of  honorable  discharge,  or  of  an  official 
document  of  his  branch  of  the  service 
which  shows  clearly  his  honorable  dis¬ 
charge  as  defined  in  §  181.36  of  Title  43 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  or 
constitutes  evidence  of  other  facts  upon 
which  the  claim  for  preference  is  based 
and  which  shows  clearly  the  period  of 
service.  Other  persons  claiming  credit 
for  service  of  veterans  must  furnish  like 
proof  in  support  of  their  claims.  Per¬ 
sons  asserting  preference  rights,  through 
settlement  or  otherwise,  and  those  hav¬ 
ing  equitable  claims,  shall  accompany 
their  applications  by  duly  corroborated 
statements  in  support  thereof,  setting 
forth  in  detail  all  facts  relevant  to  their 
claims. 

Applications  for  these  lands,  which 
shall  be  filed  in  the  Land  and  Survey 

Office,  Boise,  Idaho,  shall  be  acted 
upon  in  accordance  with  the  regu- 
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lations  contained  in  §  295.8  of  Title  43 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  and 
Part  296  of  that  title,  to  the  extent  that 
such  regulations  are  applicable.  Appli¬ 
cations  under  the  homestead  laws  shall 
be  governed  by  the  regulations  contained 
in  Parts  166  to  170,  inclusive,  of  Title  43 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  and 
applications  under  the  desert-land  laws 
and  the  said  Small  Tract  Act  of  June  1, 
1938.  shall  be  governed  by  the  regulations 
contained  in  Parts  232  and  257,  respec¬ 
tively,  of  that  title. 

Inquiries  concerning  these  lands  shall 
be  addressed  to  the  Manager,  Land  and 
Survey  Office,  Boise,  Idaho. 

William  Zimmerman.  Jr., 
Assistant  Director. 

IF.  R.  Doc.  51-1565;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

8:45  a.  m.j 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

Oil  and  Gas  Operations  in  Submerged 
Coastal 'Lands  of  the  Gulf  of  Mexico 

Part  III  of  the  notice  issued  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  on  December 
11,  1950,  concerning  “Oil  and  Gas  Oper¬ 
ations  in  the  Gulf  of  Mexico”  (15  F.  R. 
8835)  is  amended,  effective  December 
11.  1950,  to  read  as  follows: 

III.  Any  sum  which  the  provisions  of 
any  State  oil  and  gas  lease  covering  an 
area  of  the  aforesaid  submerged  coastal 
lands  require  or  permit  a  lessee  who  was 
not  on  December  11,  1950,  conducting 
operations  in  such  area  to  pay  to  the 
lessor  may  be  tendered  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  in  the  form  of  a  check 
payable  to  the  order  of  the  Treasurer 
of  the  United  States,  accompanied  by 
two  copies  of  such  lease.  Such  a  pay¬ 
ment  will  be  accepted  subject  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing  conditions: 

(a)  The  acceptance  of  such  remit¬ 
tance  will  not  amount  to,  or  have  the 
effect  of  being,  an  adoption,  confirma¬ 
tion,  ratification,  or  validation  of  the 
State  lease  by  the  United  States  and  will 
be  without  prejudice  to  any  rights  of 
the  United  States. 

(b)  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  will 
not  grant,  in  return  for  such  payment, 
any  right  to  inaugurate  operations  for 
the  discovery  and  production  of  oil  or 
gas  within  the  area  of  submerged  coastal 
land  covered  by  the  State  lease,  or  any 
other  right  respecting  such  land. 

(c)  The  remittance  will  be  deposited  in 
a  special  account  within  the  Treasury  of 
the  United  States  under  31  U.  S.  C.,  1946 
ed.,  sec.  725r,  subject  to  the  control  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  the  pro¬ 
ceeds  to  be  expended  in  such  manner 
as  may  hereafter  be  directed  by  an  act 
of  Congress  or,  in  the  absence  of  such 
direction,  as  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
may  deem  to  be  proper,  which  may  in¬ 
clude  a  refund  of  the  money  for  reasons 
other  than  those  hereinafter  set  forth. 

(d)  In  the  event  that  all  or  any  part 
of  the  area  covered  by  the  State  lease 
should  later  be  determined  to  be  above 
the  ordinary  low-water  mark  or  within 
navigable  inland  waters,  any  sum  tend¬ 
ered  with  respect  to  such  area  and  held 
under  paragraph  (c)  above  will  be  re¬ 
funded,  either  entirely  or  proportion- 
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ately,  as  such  determination  may  make 
appropriate,  upon  the  request  of  the 
person  who  tendered  such  sum. 

(e)  If  the  United  States  should  fail  to 
provide  within  a  period  of  two  years 
from  December  11, 1950,  for  the  granting 
to  the  person  making  such  a  tender  of 
the  right  to  conduct  oil  and  gas  opera¬ 
tions  on  the  land  covered  by  the  State 
lease,  under  provisions  substantially 
equivalent  to  those  of  the  State  lease, 
the  sum  so  tendered  and  held  under 
paragraph  (c)  above  will  be  refunded 
upon  the  request  of  the  person  who 
tendered  it,  unless  (1)  such  person  shall 
have  accepted  a  grant  from  the  United 
States  of  the  right  to  conduct  oil  and 
gas  operations  on  the  land  under  pro¬ 
visions  different  from  those  of  the  State 
lease,  or  (2)  such  person  shall  have  failed 
to  tender  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
during  the  two-year  period,  a  further 
payment  required  under  the  provisions 
of  the  State  lease. 

(f)  If,  at  the  time  for  the  making  of 
a  refund  to  any  person  under  the  pre¬ 
ceding  paragraphs  of  this  part,  the 
United  States  should  have  a  claim 
against  such  person,  the  right  to  offset 
the  amount  of  such  claim  against  the 
amount  otherwise  scheduled  for  refund 
may  be  asserted. 

Oscar  L.  Chapman, 
Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

January  26,  1951. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1566:  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

8:45  a.  m.] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Federal  Maritime  Beard 

[No.  M-20] 

American  President  Lines,  Ltd. 

NOTICE  OF  HEARING  ON  APPLICATION  TO 

EAREBOAT  CHARTER  DRY-CARGO  VESSELS 

Pursuant  to  section  3,  Public  Law  591, 
81st  Congress,  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
an  informal  public  hearing  will  be  held 
at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on  February  5, 
1951,  at  10  o’clock  a.  m.,  in  Room  4823, 
Department  of  Commerce  Building,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  C.  W.  Robinson,  upon 
the  application  of  American  President 
Lines,  Ltd.,  to  bareboat  charter  2  AP-2 
Victory-type  cargo  vessels  for  employ¬ 
ment  in  its  Atlantic/Straits  service  (C-2, 
Trade  Route  No.  17). 

The  purpose  of  the  hearing  is  to  re¬ 
ceive  evidence  with  respect  to  whether 
the  service  for  which  such  vessels  are 
proposed  to  be  chartered  is  required  in 
the  public  interest  and  is  not  adequately 
served,  and  with  respect  to  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  privately-owned  American- 
flag  vessels  for  charter  on  reasonable 
conditions  and  at  reasonable  rates  for 
use  in  such  service. 

All  persons  having  an  interest  in  such 
application  will  be  given  an  opportunity 
to  be  heard  if  present. 

The  parties  may  have  oral  argument 
before  the  examiner  immediately  follow¬ 
ing  the  close  of  the  hearing,  in  lieu  of 
briefs,  and  the  examiner  will  issue  a 
recommended  decision.  Parties  may 
have  seven  (7)  days  within  which  to 
file  exceptions  to  or  memoranda  in  sup¬ 


port  of  the  examiner’s  recommended  de¬ 
cision,  but  the  Board  reserved  the  right 
to  determine  whether  oral  argument  on 
exceptions  will  be  granted  or  whether 
briefs  in  connection  therewith  will  be 
received. 

Dated:  January  25,  1951. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Board. 

[seal]  R.  Z.  McDonald, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1604;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

8:57  a.  m.] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

| Docket  No.  G-1414] 

Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp. 

NOTICE  OF  FINAL  DECISION 

January  26,  1951. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  initial 
decision,  issuing  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  in  the  above- 
designated  matter,  was  issued  and  served 
upon  all  parties  on  December  26,  1950. 
No  exceptions  thereto  having  been  filed 
or  review  initiated  by  the  Commission, 
in  conformity  with  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  said  ini¬ 
tial  decision  became  effective  on  Janu¬ 
ary  26,  1951,  as  the  final  decision  and 
order  of  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1580;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 
8:50  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  G-1585J 

Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co.  and 
Central  Indiana  Gas  Co. 

notice  of  application 

January  26,  1951. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  10,  1951, 
Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Company 
(Panhandle),  a  Delaware  corporation 
with  its  principal  office  in  Kansas  City, 
Missouri,  filed  an  application  for  (1)  an 
order  requiring  Central  Indiana  Gas 
Company  (Central  Indiana)  to  cease  and 
desist  from  violations  of  filed  rate  sched¬ 
ules  and  (2)  an  application  pursuant  to 
section  7  (b)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for 
permission  and  approval  to  abandon  all 
service  of  interruptible  natural  gas  to 
Central  Indiana  (a)  if  that  company 
does  not  within  a  reasonable  time  (to  be 
fixed  by  the  Commission)  comply  with 
the  directions  of  the  requested  cease  and 
desist  order  and  (b)  whenever  Central 
Indiana,  acting  in  derogation  of  the  di¬ 
rections  in  the  cease  and  desist  order, 
is  guilty  of  a  substantial  violation  of  any 
curtailment  order  hereafter  announced 
by  Panhandle. 

The  application  recites  that  Panhan¬ 
dle  is  now  serving  gas  to  Central  Indiana 
for  resale  under  Panhandle’s  Rate 
Schedules  Gd-1  and  Rd-2;  that  Central 
Indiana  has  willfully  taken  on  new  cus¬ 
tomers  in  violation  of  applicable  rate 
schedules,  has  refused  to  give  Panhandle 
access  to  its  books  and  records,  and  has 
violated  and  disregarded  curtailment 
orders. 
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Panhandle  states  Central  Indiana  be¬ 
gan  to  sell  on  July  24,  1950,  and  is  now 
selling  approximately  600,000  cubic  feet 
of  natural  gas  daily  on  an  interruptible 
basis  to  the  Banner-Rock  Division  of 
Johns-Manville  Products  Corporation 
(Banner-Rock)  at  Alexandria,  Indiana, 
purportedly  under  Panhandle’s  applica¬ 
ble  filed  rate  schedules  but  actually  in 
violation  thereof;  that  Central  Indiana 
has  just  taken  on  another  large  inter¬ 
ruptible  industrial  customer  to  whom  it 
is  supplying  large  quantities  of  Panhan¬ 
dle  gas  (and  intends  to  supply  increas¬ 
ingly  larger  amounts  thereof  up  to  at 
least  1,000.000  cubic  feet  per  day)  with¬ 
out  complying  with  Panhandle’s  filed 
applicable  rate  schedules. 

Panhandle  further  states  that  on  or 
about  August  17,  1950,  Central  Indiana 
refused  its  representatives  the  right  to 
see  Central  Indiana’s  books  and  records 
as  they  have  a  right  to  do  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  “General  Terms  and  Con¬ 
ditions”  contained  in  Panhandle’s  FPC 
Schedule  No.  112,  sheet  No.  14  under 
“Billing”. 

Panhandle  further  states  Central  In¬ 
diana  has  failed  and  refused  to  conform 
to  the  specified  curtailment  orders  of 
the  Commission’s  so-called  “winter 
rules”,  and  as  recently  as  November  24, 
25,  and  26,  1950,  when  certain  curtail¬ 
ments  were  in  effect,  has  disregarded 
such  orders  and  taken  from  2,300,000  to 
6,800,000  cubic  feet  more  of  interruptible 
gas  (based  on  average  take  for  the  pre¬ 
ceding  month  of  October  1950)  than  it 
was  entitled  to  take  under  such  curtail¬ 
ments. 

The  application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  for  public  inspection.  Pro¬ 
tests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may  be 
filed  wTith  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  before  the  14th  day 
of  February  1951. 

IsealI  Leon  M.  Fuqua y. 

Secretary. 

IP.  R.  Doc.  51-1571;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

8:46  a.  m.J 


(Docket  No.  G-1593] 

Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp. 
notice  of  application 

January  29,  1951. 

Take  notice  that  Texas  Gas  Trans¬ 
mission  Corporation  (Applicant),  a 
Delaware  corporation  with  its  principal 
place  of  business  at  416  West  Third 
Street,  Owensboro,  Kentucky,  filed  on 
January  22,  1951,  an  application  for  a 
certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity 
pursuant  to  section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act,  as  amended,  authorizing  the  con¬ 
struction  and  operation  of  the  follow¬ 
ing  natural  gas  facilities: 

(1)  12  miles  of  10%-inch  diameter 
lateral  pipeline  from  the  south  header 
of  Applicant’s  river  crossing  of  White 
River  at  a  point  7  miles  west  of  Peters¬ 
burg,  Indiana,  and  extending  in  a  due 
easterly  direction  to  the  Alford,  Indiana, 
Gas  Storage  Field. 


(2)  4.5  miles  of  field  lines  having  di¬ 
ameters  of  6%  inches,  4.5  inches,  3.5 
inches  and  2%  inches. 

(3)  A  measuring  station  to  record  the 
amounts  of  gas  delivered  into  or  with¬ 
drawn  from  the  Alford,  Indiana,  Gas 
Storage  Field. 

(4)  A  1200  hp.  gas  compressor  sta¬ 
tion  to  pump  gas  into  or  out  of  the  Al¬ 
ford,  Indiana.  Gas  Storage  Field. 

Applicant  states  that  it  is  the  only 
major  natural  gas  pipe-line  company 
rendering  service  within  Pike  County, 
Indiana,  where  the  Alford  Storage  Field 
is  located.  The  proposed  facilities  which 
are  estimated  to  cost  $938,811.86,  and 
which  are  to  be  financed  through  cur¬ 
rent  funds  or  short  term  bank  loans, 
would  be  integrated  w’ith  Applicant’s 
presently  constructed  transmission  sys¬ 
tem  to  render  a  more  adequate  service 
to  its  present  customers  in  this  area,  and 
wTould  not  be  used  to  serve  any  new  mar¬ 
kets  or  areas.  Applicant’s  present  plans 
provide  for  an  available  capacity  of 
30,000  Mcf  per  day  to  supplement  its 
peak  day  deliverability. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before  the 
16th  day  of  February  1951.  The  appli¬ 
cation  is  on  file  wTith  the  Commission 
for  public  inspection. 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

Secretary. 

|F.  R.  Doc.  51-1579;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

8:50  a.  m.) 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  No.  3693  et  al.] 

Mid-Continent  Airlines,  Inc.,  et  al.; 

Mid-Continent  Route  80  Renewal 

Case 

NOTICE  OF  HEARING 

In  the  matter  of  the  renewal  of  tem¬ 
porary  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  for  route  No.  80  held  by 
Mid-Continent  Airlines,  Inc.,  and 
amendment  of  certificate  heir'  by  Mid- 
Continent  Airlines,  Inc. ;  Braniff  Airways 
Inc.;  and  Chicago  and  Southern  Air 
Lines,  Inc.,  involving  nonstop  service 
between  Kansas  City  and  Houston. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended,  particularly  sections  401  and 
1001  of  said  act,  that  the  above-indicated 
proceeding  is  assigned  for  hearing  on 
February  12,  1951,  at  10:00  a.  m.,  e.  s.  t., 
in  Room  “A”  Departmental  Auditorium, 
Constitution  Avenue  between  Twelfth 
and  Fourteenth  Streets  NW„  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.  C.,  before  examiner  Walter  W. 
Bryan. 

Without  limiting  the  scope  of  the 
issues  to  be  considered,  particular  at¬ 
tention  will  be  directed  to  the  following 
matters : 

1.  Whether  public  convenience  and 
necessity  require  the  alteration,  amend¬ 
ment,  modification  of  the  temporary 
certificate  held  by  Mid-Continent,  as 
well  as  the  permanent  certificates  held 
by  the  above-mentioned  carriers,  as  set 
forth  in  Order  Serial  Nos.  E-4601  and 
E-4881,  and 


2.  Whether  the  above  carriers  are  fit, 
willing,  and  able  to  perform  such  serv¬ 
ices  as  may  be  found  required  by  public 
convenience  and  necessity,  and  to  con¬ 
form  to  the  provisions  of  the  act  and  the 
rules,  regulations  and  requirements  of 
the  Board  thereunder. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  per¬ 
son  other  than  the  parties  of  record  de¬ 
siring  to  be  heard  in  this  proceeding 
should  file  with  the  Board  on  or  before 
February  12,  1951,  a  statement  setting 
forth  the  issues  of  fact  or  law  which  he 
desires  to  controvert. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
proceeding,  interested  parties  are  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  pertinent  orders  of  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board  on  file  in  the 
official  docket. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  January 
25,  1951. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  M.  C.  Mulligan, 

Secretary. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  51-1588;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

8:52  a.  m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  SR-2090,  SR-2091] 

J.  R.  Richardson  and  J.  W.  Kiewel 

NOTICE  CF  POSTPONEMENT  OF  ORAL 
ARGUMENT 

In  the  matters  of  Donald  W.  Nyrop, 
Administrator  of  Civil  Aeronautics, 
Complainant,  vs.  J.  R.  Richardson  and 
J.  W.  Kiewel,  respondents. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  oral  argu¬ 
ment  in  each  of  the  above  entitled  pro¬ 
ceedings,  now  assigned  to  be  held  on 
February  6,  1951,  at  Washington,  D.  C., 
is  hereby  portponed  to  a  future  date  to 
be  announced  hereafter. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  January 
26,  1951. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  M.  C.  Mulligan, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1655;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 
9:05  a.  m.J 


FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  5725] 

Continental  Radio  Tube  Co.  et  al. 

ORDER  APPOINTING  TRIAL  EXAMINER 

In  the  matter  of  Continental  Radio 
Tube  Company,  a  corporation;  and  P.  D. 
Jackson,  Jacob  L.  Gaber,  Erwin  F.  Rem- 
pert  and  Martin  Gaber,  individually  and 
as  officers  of  Continental  Radio  Tube 
Company. 

.  This  matter  being  at  issue  and  ready 
for  the  taking  of  testimony,  and  pursu¬ 
ant  to  authority  vested  in  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission, 

It  is  ordered,  That  Clyde  M.  Hadley, 
a  trial  examiner  of  this  Commission,'  be 
and  he  hereby  is  designated  and  ap¬ 
pointed  to  take  testimony  and  receive 
evidence  in  this  proceeding  and  to  per¬ 
form  all  other  duties  authorized  by  law; 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  taking 
of  testimony  in  this  proceeding  begin 


Thursday,  February  1,  1951 
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at  a  time  and  place  to  be  later  desig¬ 
nated  by  the  Trial  Examiner. 

Issued:  January  25,  1951. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  D.  C.  Daniel, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1602;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 
8:56  a.  m.J 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[4th  Sec.  Application  257771 

Caustic  Soda  From  Midland,  Mich,  to 
Cincinnati,  Ohio 

application  for  relief 

January  29,  1951. 

The  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  the 
above-entitled  and  numbered  applica¬ 
tion  for  relief  from  the  long-and-short- 
haul  provision  of  section  4  (1)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

Filed  by:  L.  C.  Schuldt,  Agent,  for  The 
Chesapeake  and  Ohio  Railway  Company 
and  The  New  York  Central  Railroad 
Company. 

Commodities  involved:  Sodium  (soda), 
caustic  (sodium  hydroxide)  in  solution, 
in  tank-car  loads. 

From:  Midland,  Mich. 

To:  Cincinnati,  Ohio. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Circuitous  routes. 
Market  competition. 

Any  interested  person  desiring  the 
Commission  to  hold  a  hearing  upon  such 
application  shall  request  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  writing  so  to  do  within  15  days 
from  the  date  of  this  notice.  As  provided 
by  the  general  rules  of  practice  of  the 
Commission,  Rule  73,  persons  other  than 
applicants  should  fairly  disclose  their 
interest,  and  the  position  they  intend  to 
take  at  the  hearing  with  respect  to  the 
application.  Otherwise  the  Commission, 
in  its  discretion,  may  proceed  to  investi¬ 
gate  and  determine  the  matters  in¬ 
volved  in  such  application  without 
further  or  formal  hearing.  If  because 
of  an  emergency  a  grant  of  temporary 
relief  is  found  to  be  necessary  before  the 
expiration  of  the  15-day  period,  a  hear¬ 
ing,  upon  a  request  filed  within  that 
period,  may  be  held  subsequently. 

By  the  Commission,  Division  2. 

[seal]  W.  P.  Bartel, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1589;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

8:53  a.  m.] 


[4th  Sec.  Application  25778] 

Batteries  From  Cleveland  and  Fremont, 
Ohio  to  Atlanta,  Ga.,  and  Chemway, 
N.  C.  > 

APPLICATION  FOR  RELIEF 

January  29, 1951. 

The  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  the 
above-entitled  and  numbered  applica¬ 
tion  for  relief  from  the  long-and-short- 
haul  provision  of  section  4  (1)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act. 


Filed  by:  L.  C.  Schuldt,  Agent,  for 
carriers  parties  to  his  tariff  I.  C.  C.  No. 
4300,  pursuant  to  fourth-section  order 
No.  9800. 

Commodities  involved:  Batteries,  elec¬ 
tric,  dry  cells,  in  carloads. 

From:  Cleveland  and  Fremont,  Ohio. 

To:  Atlanta,  Ga.,  and  points  grouped 
therewith,  and  Chemway,  N.  C. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Circuitous  routes. 

Any  interested  person  desiring  the 
Commission  to  hold  a  hearing  upon  such 
application  shall  request  the  Commission 
in  writing  so  to  do  within  15  days  from 
the  date  of  this  notice.  As  provided  by 
the  general  rules  of  practice  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  Rule  73,  persons  other  than  ap¬ 
plicants  should  fairly  disclose  their 
interest,  and  the  position  they  intend  to 
take  at  the  hearing  with  respect  to  the 
application.  Otherwise  the  Commission, 
in  its  discretion,  may  proceed  to  investi¬ 
gate  and  determine  the  matters  involved 
in  such  application  without  further  or 
formal  hearing.  If  because  of  an  emer¬ 
gency  a  grant  of  temporary  relief  is 
found  to  be  necessary  before  the  expira¬ 
tion  of  the  15-day  period,  a  hearing,  upon 
a  request  filed  within  that  period,  may 
be  held  subsequently. 

By  the  Commission,  Division  2. 

[seal]  W.  P.  Bartel, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1590;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

8:53  a.  m.[ 


[4th  Sec.  Application  25779] 

Pic  Iron  From  Texas  to  Greenville, 
S.  C. 

application  for  relief 

January  29,  1951. 

The  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  the 
above-entitled  and  numbered  applica¬ 
tion  for  relief  from  the  long-and-short- 
haul  provision  of  section  4  (1)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

Filed  by:  D.  Q.  Marsh,  Agent,  for  car¬ 
riers  parties  to  his  tariff  I.  C.  C.  No.  3752. 

Commodities  involved:  Pig  iron,  in 
carloads. 

From:  Daingerfield  and  Lone  Star, 
Tex. 

To:  Greenville,  S.  C. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Competition  with 
rail  carriers.  Circuitous  routes. 

Schedules  filed  containing  proposed 
rates:  D.  Q.  Marsh's  tariff  I.  C.  C.  No. 
3752,  Supp.  538. 

Any  interested  person  desiring  the 
Commission  to  hold  a  hearing  upon  such 
application  shall  request  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  writing-  so  to  do  within  15  days 
from  the  date  of  this  notice.  As  provided 
by  the  general  rules  of  practice  of  the 
Commission,  Rule  73,  persons  other  than 
applicants  should  fairly  disclose  their 
interest,  and  the  position  they  intend  to 
take  at  the  hearing  with  respect  to  the 
application.  Otherwise  the  Commission, 
in  its  discretion,  may  proceed  to  investi¬ 
gate  and  determine  the  matters  involved 
in  such  application  without  further  or 
formal  hearing.  If  because  of  an  emer¬ 
gency  a  grant  of  temporary  relief  is 
found  to  be  necessary  before  the  ex¬ 


piration  of  the  15-day  period,  a  hearing, 
upon  a  request  filed  within  that  period, 
may  be  held  subsequently. 

By  the  Commission,  Division  2. 

[seal]  W.  P.  Bartel, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1591;  Filed,  Jan.  31.  1951; 
8:53  a.  m.J 


[4th  Sec.  Application  25730] 

Crude  Sulphur  From  Texas  and 
Louisiana  to  Piney  River,  Va. 

APPLICATION  FOR  RELIEF 

January  29,  1951. 

The  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  the 
above-entitled  and  numbered  applica¬ 
tion  for  relief  from  the  long-and-short- 
haul  provision  of  section  4  (1)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

Filed  by:  D.  Q.  Marsh,  Agent,  for  car¬ 
riers  parties  to  his  tariff  I.  C.  C.  No. 
3862. 

Commodities  involved :  Crude  sulphur, 
carloads. 

From :  Points  in  Texas  and  Louisiana. 

To:  Piney  River,  Va. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Circuitous  routes. 

Schedules  filed  containing  proposed 
rates:  D.  Q.  Marsh’s  tariff  I.  C.  C.  No. 
3862,  Supp.  65. 

Any  interested  person  desiring  the 
Commission  to  hold  a  hearing  upon  such 
application  shall  request  the  Commission 
in  writing  so  to  do  within  15  days  from 
the  date  of  this  notice.  As  provided  by 
the  general  rules  of  practice  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  Rule  73,  persons  other  than  ap¬ 
plicants  should  fairly  disclose  their 
interest,  and  the  position  they  intend  to 
take  at  the  hearing  with  respect  to  the 
application.  Otherwise  the  Commission, 
in  its  discretion,  may  proceed  to  investi¬ 
gate  and  determine  the  matters  involved 
in  such  application  without  further  or 
formal  hearing.  If  because  of  an  emer¬ 
gency  a  grant  of  temporary  relief  is 
found  to  be  necessary  before  the  expira¬ 
tion  of  the  15-day  period,  a  hearing,  upon 
a  request  filed  within  that  period,  may 
be  held  subsequently. 

By  the  Commission,  Division  2. 

[seal]  W.  P.  Bartel, 

Secretary. 

IF.  R.  Doc.  51-15S2;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

8:53  a.  m.] 


[4th  Sec.  Application  25781] 

Malt  Liquors  From  Terre  Haute,  Ind., 
to  Chattanooga,  Jackson,  Knoxville, 
Memphis,  and  Nashville,  Tenn. 

APPLICATION  FOR  RELIEF 

January  29,  1951. 

The  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  the 
above-entitled  and  numbered  applica¬ 
tion  for  relief  from  the  long-and-short- 
haul  provision  of  section  4  (1)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

Filed  by:  L.  C.  Schuldt,  Agent,  for  car¬ 
riers  parties  to  his  tariff  I.  C.  C.  No.  3636. 

Commodities  involved:  Malt  liquors, 
in  carloads. 
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Prom:  Terre  Haute,  Ind. 

To:  Chattanooga,  Jackson,  Knoxville, 
Memphis  and  Nashville,  Tenn. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Competition  with 
rail  carriers.  Competition  with  motor 
carriers. 

Schedules  filed  containing  proposed 
rates:  L.  C.  Schuldt’s  tariff  I.  C.  C.  No. 
3636,  Supp.  238. 

Any  interested  person  desiring  the 
Commission  to  hold  a  hearing  upon  such 
application  shall  request  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  writing  so  to  do  within  15  days 
from  the  date  of  this  notice.  As  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  general  rules  of  practice  of 
the  Commission,  Rule  73,  persons  other 
than  applicants  should  fairly  disclose 
their  interest,  and  the  position  they  in¬ 
tend  to  take  at  the  hearing  with  respect 
to  the  application.  Otherwise  the  Com¬ 
mission,  in  its  discretion,  may  proceed 
to  investigate  and  determine  the  matters 
involved  in  such  application  without  fur¬ 
ther  or  formal  hearing.  If  because  of 
an  emergency  a  grant  of  temporary  re¬ 
lief  is  found  to  be  necessary  before  the 
expiration  of  the  15-day  period,  a  hear¬ 
ing,  upon  a  request  filed  within  that 
period,  may  be  held  subsequently. 

By  the  Commission,  Division  2. 

[seal!  W.  P.  Bartel, 

Secretary. 

|  F.  R.  Doc.  61-1593;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

8:54  a.  m.] 


[4th  Sec.  Application  25782] 

Acids  From  Southwest  to  Norfolk  and 
Hopewell,  Va. 

application  for  relief 

January  29,  1951. 

The  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  the 
above-entitled  and  numbered  applica¬ 
tion  for  relief  from  the  long-and-short- 
haul  provision  of  section  4  (1)  of  the 
Interstate-  Commerce  Act. 

Filed  by:  D.  Q.  Marsh,  Agent,  for  car¬ 
riers  parties  to  his  tariffs  I.  C.  C.  Nos. 
3752  and  3908. 

Commodities  involved:  Acetic  acid, 
glacial  or  liquid,  in  carloads. 

From:  Crossett,  Ark.,  Bishop,  Houston, 
Brownsville  and  Texas  City,  Tex. 

To:  Norfolk,  Newport  News  and  Hope- 
well,  Va. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Competition  with 
rail  carriers.  Circuitous  routes. 

Schedules  filed  containing  proposed 
rates:  D.  Q.  Marsh’s  tariff  I.  C.  C.  No. 
3752,  Supp.  539.  D.  Q.  Marsh's  tariff 
I  C.  C.  No.  3908,  Supp.  24. 

Any  interested  person  desiring  the 
Commission  to  hold  a  hearing  upon  such 
application  shall  request  the  Commission 
in  writing  so  to  do  within  15  days  from 
the  date  of  this  notice.  As  provided  by 
the  general  rules  of  practice  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  Rule  73,  persons  other  than  ap¬ 
plicants  should  fairly  disclose  their 
interest,  and  the  position  they  intend  to 
take  at  the  hearing  with  respect  to  the 
application.  Otherwise  the  Commission, 
in  its  discretion,  may  proceed  to  investi¬ 
gate  and  determine  the  matters  involved 
in  such  application  without  further  or 
formal  hearing.  If  because  of  an  emer¬ 
gency  a  grant  of  temporary  relief  is 
found  to  be  necessary  before  the  expira¬ 


tion  of  the  15-day  period,  a  hearing, 
upon  a  request  filed  within  that  period, 
may  be  held  subsequently. 

By  the  Commission,  Division  2. 

[seal]  W.  P.  Bartel, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1594  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 
8:54  a.  m.] 


[4th  Sec.  Application  25783] 

Pig  Iron  From  Daingerfield  and  Lone 
Star,  Tex.  to  Toccoa,  Ga. 

application  for  relief 

January  29,  1951. 

The  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  the 
above-entitled  and  numbered  applica¬ 
tion  for  relief  from  the  long-and-short- 
haul  provision  of  section  4  (1)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

Filed  by:  D.  Q.  Marsh,  Agent,  for  car¬ 
riers  parties  to  his  tariff  I.  C.  C.  No.  3752. 

Commodities  involved:  Pig  iron,  in 
carloads. 

From:  Daingerfield  and  Lone  Star, 
Tex. 

To:  Toccoa,  Ga. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Competition  wTith 
rail  carriers.  Circuitous  routes. 

Schedules  filed  containing  proposed 
rates:  D.  Q.  Marsh’s  tariff  I.  C.  C.  No. 
3752,  Supp.  540. 

Any  interested  person  desiring  the 
Commission  to  hold  a  hearing  upon  such 
application  shall  request  the  Commission 
in  writing  so  to  do  wdthin  15  days  from 
the  date  of  this  notice.  As  provided  by 
the  general  rules  of  practice  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  Rule  73,  persons  other  than 
applicants  should  fairly  disclose  their 
interest,  and  the  position  they  intend  to 
take  at  the  hearing  with  respect  to  the 
application.  Otherwise  the  Commission, 
in  its  discretion,  may  proceed  to  investi¬ 
gate  and  determine  the  matters  involved 
in  such  application  without  further  or 
formal  hearing.  If  because  of  an  emer¬ 
gency  a  grant  of  temporary  relief  is 
found  to  be  necessary  before  the  expira¬ 
tion  of  the  15-day  period,  a  hearing, 
upon  a  request  filed  writhin  that  period, 
may  be  held  subsequently. 

By  the  Commission,  Division  2. 

[seal]  W.  P.  Bartel, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1595;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

8:54  a.  m.] 


[4th  Sec.  Application  25784] 

Iron  and  Steel  Articles  From  Atlanta, 
Ga.,  Chattanooga  and  Knoxville, 
Tenn.  to  Dyersburg,  Bells  and 
Jackson,  Tenn. 


Commodities  involved:  Iron  and  steel 
articles,  including  tin  and  terne  plate, 
in  carloads. 

From:  Atlanta,  Ga.,  Chattanooga  and 
Knoxville,  Tenn.,  and  points  grouped 
therewith. 

To:  Dyersburg,  Bells  and  Jackson, 
Tenn. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Circuitous  routes. 

Schedules  filed  containing  proposed 
rates:  C.  A.  Spaninger’s  tariff  I.  C.  C. 
No.  920,  Supp.  205. 

Any  interested  person  desiring  the 
Commission  to  hold  a  hearing  upon  such 
application  shall  request  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  writing  so  to  do  within  15  days 
from  the  date  of  this  notice.  As  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  general  rules  of  practice 
of  the  Commission,  Rule  73,  persons 
other  than  applicants  should  fairly  dis¬ 
close  their  interest,  and  the  position 
they  intend  to  take  at  the  hearing  with 
respect  to  the  application.  Otherwise 
the  Commission,  in  its  discretion,  may 
proceed  to  investigate  and  determine  the 
matters  involved  in  such  application 
without  further  or  formal  hearing.  If 
because  of  an  emergency  a  grant  of  tem¬ 
porary  relief  is  found  to  be  necessary 
before  the  expiration  of  the  15-day  pe¬ 
riod,  a  hearing,  upon  a  request  filed 
within  that  period,  may  be  held  subse¬ 
quently. 

% 

By  the  Commission,  Division  2. 

[seal]  W.  P.  Bartel, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1596;  Filed,  Jan.  31.  1951; 

8:54  a.  m.] 


[4th  Sec.  Application  25785] 

Natural  Gasoline  and  Petroleum  Gas 

From  Butler  and  Hocker,  Okla.,  to 

Specified  Points 

.  application  for  relief 

January  29,  1951. 

The  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  the 
above-entitled  and  numbered  applica¬ 
tion  for  relief  from  the  long-and-short- 
haul  provision  of  section  4  (1)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

Filed  by:  D.  Q.  Marsh.  Agent,  for  car¬ 
riers  parties  to  his  tariffs  I.  C.  C.  Nos. 
3494,  3585,  3651,  3723,  3724,  3802,  3821 
and  3825. 

Commodities  involved:  Natural  gaso¬ 
line  and  liquefied  petroleum  gas,  in  tank- 
car  loads. 

From :  Butler  and  Hocker,  Okla. 

To:  Points  in  official,  southern,  south¬ 
western  and  western  territories. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Competition  with 
rail  carriers.  To  maintain  grouping. 

Schedules  filed  containing  proposed 
rates: 


application  for  relief 

January  29,  1951. 

The  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  the  . 
above-entitled  and  numbered  application 
for  relief  from  the  long-and-short-haul 
provision  of  section  4  (1)  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act. 

Filed  by:  R.  E.  Boyle,  Jr.,  Agent,  for 
carriers  parties  to  Agent  C.  A.  Span¬ 
inger’s  tariff  I.  C.  C.  No.  920. 


D.  Q.  Marsh,  agent 
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Any  interested  person  desiring  the 
Commission  to  hold  a  hearing  upon  such 
application  shall  request  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  writing  so  to  do  within  15  days 
from  the  date  of  this  notice.  As  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  general  rules  of  practice  of 
the  Commission,  Rule  73,  persons  other 
than  applicants  should  fairly  disclose 
their  interest,  and  the  position  they  in¬ 
tend  to  take  at  the  hearing  with  respect 
to  the  application.  Otherwise  the  Com¬ 
mission,  in  its  discretion,  may  proceed 
to  investigate  and  determine  the  mat¬ 
ters  involved  in  such  application  without 
further  or  formal  hearing.  If  because 
of  an  emergency  a  grant  of  temporary 
relief  is  found  to  be  necessary  before 
the  expiration  of  the  15-day  period,  a 
hearing,  upon  a  request  filed  within  that 
period,  may  be  held  subsequently. 

By  the  Commission,  Division  2. 

[seal!  W.  P.  Bartel, 

Secretary. 

|F.  R.  Doc.  51-1597;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

8:54  a.  m.] 


[4th  Sec.  Application  25786] 

Acetaldehyde  From  Tallant,  Okla.,  and 
Brownsville,  Tex.,  to  Specified 
Points 

APPLICATION  FOR  RELIEF 

January  29,  1951. 

The  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  the 
above-entitled  and  numbered  application 
for  relief  from  the  long-and-short-haul 
provision  of  section  4  (1)  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act. 

Filed  by:  D.  Q.  Marsh,  Agent,  for  car¬ 
riers  parties  to  his  tariffs  L  C.  C.  Nos. 
3752,  3880,  and  3919. 

Commodities  involved:  Acetaldehyde, 
in  tankcar  loads. 

From  Tallant,  Okla.,  and  Brownsville, 
Tex. 

To:  Specified  points  in  southern  and 
official  territories. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Competition  with 
rail  carriers.  Circuitous  routes. 

Schedules  filed  containing  proposed 
rates:  D.  Q.  Marsh’s  tariff  I.  C.  C.  No. 
3919,  Supp.  25.  D.  Q.  Marsh’s  tariff 

I.  C.  C.  No.  3752,  Supp.  541.  D.  Q. 
Marsh’s  tariff  I.  C.  C.  No.  3880,  Supp.  10. 

Any  interested  person  desiring  the 
Commission  to  hold  a  hearing  upon  such 
application  shall  request  the  Commission 
in  writing  so  to  do  within  15  days  from 
the  date  of  this  notice.  As  provided  by 
the  general  rules  of  practice  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  Rule  73,  persons  other  than 
applicants  should  fairly  disclose  their 
interest,  and  the  position  they  intend  to 
take  at  the  hearing  with  respect  to  the 
application.  Otherwise  the  Commission, 
in  its  discretion,  may  proceed  to  investi¬ 
gate  and  determine  the  matters  involved 
in  such  application  without  further  or 
formal  hearing.  If  because  of  an  emer¬ 
gency  a  grant  of  temporary  relief  is 
found  to  be  necessary  before  the  expira¬ 
tion  of  the  15-day  period,  a  hearing,  upon 


a  request  filed  within  that  period,  may 
be  held  subsequently. 

By  the  Commission,  Division  2. 

[seal]  W.  P.  Bartel, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1598;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 
8:55  a.  m.] 


[4th  Sec.  Application  25787] 

Motor-Rail  Rates;  N.  Y.  N.  H.  &  H. 
R.  R.  and  Holland  Transportation 
Co.,  Inc. 

application  for  relief 

January  29,  1951. 

The  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  the 
above-entitled  and  numbered  applica¬ 
tion  for  relief  from  the  long-and-short- 
haul  provision  of  section  4  (1)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

Filed  by:  The  New  York,  New  Haven 
and  Hartford  Railroad  Company  and 
Holland  Transportation  Company,  Inc., 
of  Boston,  Mass. 

Commodities  involved:  All  commod¬ 
ities. 

Between:  Providence,  R.  I.,  Springfield 
and  Worcester,  Mass.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and  Harlem  River,  N.  Y.,  on  the  other. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Competition  with 
motor  carriers. 

Any  interested  person  desiring  the 
Commission  to  hold  a  hearing  upon  such 
application  shall  request  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  writing  so  to  do  within  15  days 
from  the  date  of  this  notice.  As  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  general  rules  of  practice 
of  the  Commission,  Rule  73,  persons 
other  than  applicants  should  fairly  dis¬ 
close  their  interest,  and  the  position 
they  intend  to  take  at  the  hearing  with 
respect  to  the  application.  Otherwise 
the  Commission,  in  its  discretion,  may 
proceed  to  investigate  and  determine 
the  matters  involved  in  such  application 
without  further  or  formal  hearing.  If 
because  of  an  emergency  a  grant  of 
temporary  relief  is  found  to  be  neces¬ 
sary  before  the  expiration  of  the  15-day 
period,  a  hearing,  upon  a  request  filed 
within  that  period,  may  be  held  subse¬ 
quently. 

By  the  Commission,  Division  2. 

[seal]  W.  P.  Bartel, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1599;  Filed.  Jan.  31,  1951; 
8:55  a.  m.] 


GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION 

Redelegation  of  Authority  by  General 
Counsel  to  Associate  General  Coun¬ 
sel,  Assistant  General  Counsel,  and 
Claims  and  Litigation  Division 

1.  Purpose.  This  delegation  redele¬ 
gates  to  the  Associate  General  Counsel 
authorities  vested  in  the  Administrator 
by  the  Federal  Property  and  Administra¬ 
tive  Services  Act  of  1949,  63  Stat.  377,  as 
amended,  and  delegated  to  the  General 
Counsel  by  section  2b  of  the  General 
Delegation  of  Authority  to  Heads  of  the 
Services,  Staff  Officers,  and  Regional  Di¬ 


rectors  (15  F.  R.  7775),  and  redelegates 
to  the  Assistant  General  Counsel,  Claims 
and  Litigation  Division,  certain  author¬ 
ities  therein  delegated  to  the  General 
Counsel. 

2.  General.  All  authority  herein  re¬ 
delegated  shall  be  exercised  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  the  General 
Delegation  of  Authority  to  Heads  of  the 
Services,  Staff  Offioers,  and  Regional  Di¬ 
rectors  (15  F.  R.  7775),  as  well  as  any 
instructions,  procedures,  and  precedents 
heretofore  or  hereafter  issued  by  the 
General  Counsel. 

3.  Authority  redelegated  to  the  Asso¬ 
ciate  General  Counsel.  All  of  the  au¬ 
thority  delegated  to  the  General  Counsel 
by  7a  of  the  General  Delegation  of  Au¬ 
thority  to  Heads  of  the  Services,  Staff 
Officers,  and  Regional  Directors  (15  F.  R. 
7775) ,  hereby  is  redelegated  to  the  Asso¬ 
ciate  General  Counsel. 

4.  Authority  redelegated  to  the  Assist¬ 
ant  General  Counsel,  Claims  and  Liti¬ 
gation  Division.  Authority  to  consider, 
ascertain,  determine,  adjust  and  settle 
the  following  claims  and  litigation  mat¬ 
ters  to  the  extent  vested  in  the  General 
Counsel  by  7a  of  the  General  Delegation 
of  Authority  to  Heads  of  the  Services, 
Staff  Officers,  and  Regional  Directors 
(15  F.  R.  7775),  hereby  is  redelegated  to 
the  Assistant  General  Counsel,  Claims 
and  Litigation  Division,  to  the  extent 
indicated  below: 

(a)  Claims  or  adjustments  under  sec¬ 
tion  204  (c)  of  the  act  where  the  amount 
of  the  claim  does  not  exceed  $5,000  or 
20  percent  of  the  contract  price,  which¬ 
ever  is  greater :  Provided,  however,  That 
in  the  case  of  any  settlement  or  adjust¬ 
ment  involving  real  property  disposals, 
such  settlement  or  adjustment  may  not 
exceed  5  percent  of  the  contract  price 
or  $5,000,  whichever  is  greater. 

(b(  Any  claim  under  the  Federal  Tort 
Claims  Act,  as  amended,  Public  Law  773, 
80th  Congress,  28  U.  S.  C„  section  2672, 
and  any  claim  in  tort  by  the  General 
Services  Administration  on  behalf  of  the 
Government. 

(c)  With  respect  to  transportation 
and  other  public  utility  services  for  use 
of  executive  agencies  to  represent  such 
agencies  in  proceedings  involving  car¬ 
riers  and  other  public  bodies  before  Fed¬ 
eral  and  State  regulatory  bodies  under 
section  201  (a)  (4)  of  the  act,  excluding 
authority  to  sign  originating  petitions 
or  complaints  and  answers,  but  includ¬ 
ing  authority  to  sign  any  other  petition, 
brief,  or  other  pleading  necessary  to  be 
filed  before  a  regulatory  body:  Provided, 
That  the  authority  delegated  in  this  sub- 
paragraph  may  be  redelegated  by  the 
Assistant  General  Counsel,  Claims  and 
Litigation  Division,  to  any  attorney  of 
the  Claims  and  Litigation  Division. 

(d)  To  apply  for  a  court  order  for  de¬ 
livery  of  property  subject  to  forfeiture 
proceedings  under  section  304  of  the  act 
of  August  27,  1935,  U.  S.  C.  Title  40,  sec¬ 
tion  304  i. 

This  delegation  of  authority  shall  be 
effective  as  of  October  1,  1950. 

Maxwell  H.  Elliott, 

General  Counsel. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1606;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

8:58  a.  m.] 
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NOTICES 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[File  Nos.  31-567,  70-2234] 

Southern  Natural  Gas  Co.  and  Equitable 
Securities  Corp. 

ORDER  GRANTING  APPLICATION 

At  a  regular  session  of  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  held  at  its 
office  in  this  city  of  Washington,  D.  C., 
on  the  26th  day  of  January  A.  D.  1951. 

In  the  matter  of  Southern  Natural  Gas 
Company,  File  No.  70-2234;  Equitable 
Securities  Corporation,  File  No.  31-567. 

On  December  30, 1949,  the  Commission 
issued  its  Findings,  Opinion,  and  Order 
approving  the  sale  by  Southern  Natural 
Gas  Company  to  Equitable  Securities 
Corporation  (“Equitable”)  of  all  the  out¬ 
standing  shares  of  common  stock  of 
Chattanooga  Gas  Company  (“Chatta¬ 
nooga”).  The  Commission  £lso  granted 
Equitable  an  exemption  as  a  holding 
company  from  the  duties,  obligations, 
and  liabilities  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Public  Utility  Holding  Company  Act  of 
1935,  subject  to  certain  conditions,  in¬ 
cluding  the  condition  that  Equitable  dis¬ 
pose  of  its  interest  in  Chattanooga  within 
a  period  of  12  months  frdm  the  date  of 
acquisition  unless  such  time  is  extended 
by  order  of  the  Commission  after  an 
appropriate  application. 

Equitable  has  filed  an  application  and 
an  amendment  thereto,  requesting  the 
Commission  to  extend  its  exemption  as 
a  holding  company  under  the  act  for  a 
period  of  6  months  from  January  31, 
1951  to  July  31,  1951.  The  record  shows 
that  arrangements  were  made  for  a  pub¬ 
lic  offering  of  its  entire  interest  but  that 
the  underwriting  group,  prior  to  making 
a  firm  underwriting  commitment,  ad¬ 
vised  that  they  would  be  able  to  take 
only  400,000  shares  leaving  Equitable 
with  the  ownership  of  195,000  shares  or 
approximately  30  percent  of  the  Chat¬ 
tanooga  common  stock.  In  addition. 
Equitable  agreed  with  the  underwriting 
group  that  the  195,000  shares  retained 
by  it  would  not  be  the  subject  of  a  public 
offering  for  a  period  of  at  least  90  days 
from  the  effective  date  of  Chattanooga’s 
Registration  Statement,  which  date  was 
December  22, 1950.  Equitable  states  that 
it  has  no  plans  for  the  immediate  sale 
of  the  remaining  195,000  shares.  Equi¬ 
table  further  states  that  its  failure  to 
dispose  of  its  entire  interest  in  the  Chat¬ 
tanooga  stock  within  the  12  month  period 
from  the  date  of  acquisition  was  due  to 
no  fault  of  its  own.  • 

Equitable  represents  that  so  long  as 
its  exemption  as  a  holding  company  is  in 
effect  Equitable  will  not  vote  said  195,000 
shares  of  the  common  stock  of  Chat¬ 
tanooga  at  any  election  of  the  directors 
of  the  latter  company  and  that  during 
such  period  no  officer  or  director  of  Equi¬ 
table  will  serve  as  a  director  of  Chat¬ 
tanooga. 

The  Commission  having  considered 
the  application,  as  amended,  of  Equitable 
requesting  an  extension  of  an  exemption 
as  a  holding  company  under  the  act,  and 
being  of  the  opinion  that  Equitable  has 


shown  a  diligent  but  unsuccessful  effort 
to  dispose  of  its  entire  interest  in  Chat¬ 
tanooga  within  the  12  month  period,  as 
ordered  by  the  Commission,  and  being 
of  the  further  opinion  that,  under  the 
circumstances  of  this  case,  an  extension 
of  a  six  months’  period  is  appropriate  in 
order  to  afford  Equitable  additional  op¬ 
portunity  to  dispose  of  its  remaining 
interest  in  Chattanooga,  and  that  the 
application,  as  amended,  should  be 
granted  forthwith; 

It  is  ordered,  That  the  application,  as 
amended,  of  Equitable  with  respect  to  an 
extension  of  its  exemption  as  a  holding 
company  from  the  provisions  of  the 
Public  Utility  Holding  Company  Act  of 
1935  <File  No.  31-567)  for  a  period  of  six 
months  or  until  July  31,  1951,  be,  and 
the  same  hereby  is,  granted  forthwith, 
subject  to  the  terms  and  conditions  con¬ 
tained  in  Rule  U-24,  and  subject  further 
to  the  condition  that  Equitable  give  the 
Commission  at  least  10  days’  notice  of 
any  proposed  sale  of  its  stock  interest 
in  Chattanooga. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1574;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

8:48  a.  m. ) 


[File  No.  54-130] 

Interstate  Power  Co.  and  Ogden  Corp. 

NOTICE  OF  FILING 

At  a  regular  session  of  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission,  held  at  its 
office  in  the  city  of  Washington,  D.  C., 
on  the  26th  day  of  January  A.  D.  1951. 

By  order  dated  June  30,  1949  (Holding 
Company  Act  Release  No*  9202)  the 
Commission  approved  a  plan  (“Compro¬ 
mise  Plan”)  pursuant  to  section  11  (e) 
of  the  Public  Utility  Holding  Company 
Act  of  1935  (“act”)  providing  for  the  dis¬ 
tribution  of  944,961  escrowed  shares  of 
the  $3.50  par  value  common  stock  of 
Interstate  Power  Company  (“Inter¬ 
state”),  a  registered  holding  company, 
together  with  approximately  $1,050,000 
of  escrowed  cash,  among  the  holders  of 
Interstate’s  formerly  outstanding  6  per¬ 
cent  Debentures  due  1952  (or  debenture 
escrow  certificates  issued  in  exchange 
therefor),  the  public  holders  of  Inter¬ 
state’s  formerly  outstanding  $6  and  $7 
preferred  stock  (or  preferred  escrow 
certificates  issued  in  exchange  therefor) 
and  Ogden  Corporation  (“Ogden”), 
Interstate’s  former  parent,  as*  holder  of 
Interstate’s  formerly  outstanding  6  per¬ 
cent  demand  note  and  certain  shares  of 
Interstate’s  formerly  outstanding  pre¬ 
ferred  stocks.  The  Compromise  Plan 
was  the  result  of  negotiations  among, 
and  wras  supported  by,  Ogden,  a  Commit¬ 
tee  for  former  preferred  stockholders  of 
Interstate  (“Preferred  Stockholders 
Committee”),  and  Philip  D.  Crockett 
(representing  holders  of  approximately 
$2,000,000  principal  amount  of  debenture 
escrow  certificates),  and  was  opposed 
by  the  “Colton  Group”  of  preferred  es¬ 
crow  certificate  holders. 


Following  hearings  before  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  District  of 
Delaware  on  the  Commission’s  applica¬ 
tion  for  enforcement  of  the  Compromise 
Plan,  the  Court  entered  an  opinion  hold¬ 
ing  that  the  Commission’s  approval  of 
the  Compromise  Plan  as  fair  and  equita¬ 
ble  wras  supported  by  evidence,  and  not 
contrary  to  law.  Subsequently  the  Court 
entered  a  Memorandum  allowing  the 
Colton  Group  time  to  present  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  evidence  of  alleged  changes  in 
circumstances  subsequent  to  Commission 
approval  of  the  Compromise  Plan.  The 
Colton  Group  thereupon  filed  with  the 
Commission  a  petition  for  hearing  on 
such  evidence.  Pursuant  to  an  order  of 
the  Court  dated  May  18,  1950,  the  Com¬ 
mission,  by  order  dated  June  8,  1950,  di¬ 
rected  that  hearings  in  the  matter  be  re¬ 
convened  to  receive  evidence  limited  to 
“matters  bearing  upon  the  question 
w'hether  there  has  been  such  a  change  in 
/actors  affecting  the  valuation  of  the 
escrowed  Interstate  common  stock  as  to 
make  the  allocations  proposed  in  the 
Compromise  Plan  no  longer  fair  and 
equitable  to  the  persons  affected  by  it.” 
At  the  same  time,  the  Commission  re¬ 
served  jurisdiction,  after  completion  of 
said  hearing,  “to  submit  to  the  Court  a 
proposed  order  enforcing  the  Compro¬ 
mise  Plan,  or  to  take  such  other  action  in 
respect  of  the  Compromise  Plan,  any 
proposed  amendments  thereto,  or  any  al¬ 
ternative  plan  or  plans,  as  the  Commis¬ 
sion  may  deem  appropriate”  (Holding 
Company  Act  Release  No.  9910). 

Pursuant  to  said  order  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  hearings  were  held,  briefs  were  filed, 
and  the  Division  of  Public  Utilities  of  the 
Commission  filed  a  Statement  of  Views 
stating,  among  other  things,  that  “the 
changes  which  have  occurred  since  June 
1949  in  the  factors  affecting  the  valua¬ 
tion  of  the  escrowed  stock  are  such  as  to 
make  the  allocations  proposed  in  the 
Compromise  Plan  no  longer  fair  and  equi¬ 
table  to  the  public  holders  of  the  pre¬ 
ferred  stock  escrow  certificates  *  * 
Thereafter  a  Committee  for  holders  of 
debenture  escrow  certificates  (the  “De¬ 
benture  Committee”)  wTas  organized,  and 
negotiations  concerning  possible  adjust¬ 
ments  to  the  Compromise  Plan  were  held 
among  all  representatives  of  security 
holders  participating  in  this  proceeding. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  petition 
has  been  filed  with  this  Commission  on 
behalf  of  Ogden,  the  Preferred  Stock¬ 
holders  Committee,  the  Colton  Group, 
Philip  D.  Crockett,  and  the  Debenture 
Committee,  setting  forth,  among  other 
things,  certain  proposed  adjustments  of 
the  allocations  contained  in  the  Com¬ 
promise  Plan.  The  Compromise  Plan 
as  adjusted  by  the  terms  and  conditions 
set  forth  in  said  petition,  will  herein¬ 
after  be  referred  to  as  the  “Adjusted 
Compromise  Plan”.  The  following  table 
shows  the  allocations  of  the  escrowed 
shares  of  Interstate  common  stock  and 
cash  proposed  by  the  Adjusted  Compro¬ 
mise  Plan,  compared  to  the  allocations 
thereof  pursuant  to  the  original  Com¬ 
promise  Plan,  as  of  January  2,  1951. 
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Distributions  proposed 
under— 

Adjusted 
compro¬ 
mise  plan 

Com¬ 

promise 

plan 

CLASS  OF  SECURITY  HOLDER 

For  each  $1,000  principal 
amount  of  debentures  (or 
debenture  escrow  certifi¬ 
cates): 

Shares . 

108 

102 

Cash . . . 

0 

«  $00. 15 

Public  preferred  stockholders— 
for  each  escrow  unit  (there 
being  10  escrow  units  for 
for  each  share  of  $7  preferred 
and  9  escrow  units  for  each 
share  of  $6  preferred): 

Shares . 

12/100 

5/100 

Cash . . . 

0 

$0. 01349 

Ogden— for  $2,475, 000  demand 
note  and  12,508  share  sof  pre¬ 
ferred  stock: 

Shares . . . . 

10, 019.2 

128. 157. 6 

Cash _ 

$1,  200, 000 

i  $089,  903 

aggregate  distributions  by 

CLASSES 

Debenture  holders: 

Shares _ _ 

809,  989.  2 

764, 989. 8 

Cash . 

0 

1  $496, 118 

Public  preferred  stockholders: 
Shares . . 

124,  352.  fi 

51,813.6 

Cash . . 

0 

$13,  979 

Ogden: 

Shares . 

10,619.2 

128, 157.6 

Cash . 

$1,200,000 

•  $0s9, 903 

Aggregate  distributions: 

944,  961 

944,901 

Cash . 

$1,200,000 

'$1,200,000 

>  The  basic  cash  allocations  under  the  Compromise 
Plan  were  $73. .V)  per  $1,000  debenture  or  an  aggregate  of 
$351,212  for  the  class,  and  the  aggregate  cash  allocation 
to  Ogden  was  $4s5,415—  all  subject  to  certain  adjust¬ 
ments  specified  in  the  Compromise  Plan.  The  cash 
amounts  shown  in  the  table  reflect  such  adjustments  as 
of  Jan.  2,  1951.  As  of  that-  date  the  total  amount  of 
escrowed  cash  was  $1 ,200,000,  as  compared  with  $1 ,050,000 
as  of  June  1948  when  the  Compromise  Plan  was  for¬ 
mulated. 

All  distributions  of  stock  and  cash  un¬ 
der  the  Adjusted  Compromise  Plan  will 
be  made  by  Chemical  Bank  and  Trust 
Company  (“Chemical”)  as  Distribution 
Agent.  No  fractional  shares  will  be  is¬ 
sued  under  the  Adjusted  Compromise 
Plan.  On  or  about  the  distribution  date 
Chemical  will  sell  the  full  shares  esti¬ 
mated  to  represent  the  aggregate  of 
fractional  shares  otherwise  issuable,  and 
persons  entitled  to  fractional  shares 
shall  receive,  in  lieu  thereof,  their  pro 
rata  portion  of  the  net  proceeds  of  said 
sale. 

The  effective  date  of  the  Adjusted 
Compromise  Plan  will  be  the  date  of 
entry  of  an  order  of  the  United  States 
District  Court  for  the  District  of  Dela¬ 
ware  enforcing  it.  Chemical  will  fix  a 
date  for  distribution  of  the  escrowed 
stock  and  cash  (the  “payment  date”) 
to  be  as  soon  as  practicable  after  the  ef¬ 
fective  date.  In  the  event  that  a  divi¬ 
dend  is  paid  on  Interstate’s  common 
stock  prior  to  the  payment  date  and 
subsequent  to  the  last  payment  of  inter¬ 
est  on  the  debenture  escrow  certificates, 
holders  of  debenture  escrow  certificates 
will  receive  cash  equal  to  6  percent  per 
annum  on  principal  amount  from  the 
last  interest  date  to  and  including  the 
date  such  dividend  is  paid.  Holders  of 
preferred  escrow  certificates  will  be  en¬ 
titled  to  receive  all  dividends,  if  any, 
paid  by  Interstate  subsequent  to  March 
20,  1951,  on  the  shares  allocated  to  them. 

Ogden  agrees  to  pay  all  fees  and  ex¬ 


penses  of  Chemical,  as  Distribution 
Agent,  in  respect  of  distributions  made 
to  all  holders  of,  and  persons  entitled 
to,  escrow  certificates  who  present  their 
securities  to  Chemical  no  later  than  60 
days  after  the  payment  date  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  claiming  their  escrowed  stock 
(and  cash,  if  any ) .  Holders  who  present 
their  securities  after  said  period  of  60 
days  shall  be  required  to  pay  out  of  the 
accumulated  dividends,  if  any,  to  which 
they  are  entitled,  the  fees  and  expenses 
charged  them  by  Chemical.  To  the  ex¬ 
tent  that  such  charges  to  any  holder 
shall  exceed  such  accumulated  divi¬ 
dends,  Ogden  agrees  to  pay  the  excess. 

Ogden  also  agrees  to  pay  the  fees  and 
expenses  of  all  participants  in  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  relating  to  the  Adjusted  Com¬ 
promise  Plan,  and  the  formulations, 
adjustments,  and  consummation  thereof, 
including  fees  and  expenses,  if  any,  re¬ 
lating  to  Interstate’s  reorganization  of 
March  1948,  as  may  be  determined,  allo¬ 
cated  or  ordered  by  the  Commission. 
Ogden,  however,  reserves  the  right  to 
urge  upon  the  Commission  that  some  or 
all  of  said  fees  and  expenses  shall  be 
payable  by  Interstate. 

Except  as  the  provisions  of  the  Com¬ 
promise  Plan  are  specifically  affected  by 
the  terms  and  conditions  contained  in 
the  petition  herein,  or  are  in  conflict 
therewith  and  with  any  amendments 
thereto,  the  provisions  of  the  Compro¬ 
mise  Plan  shall  be  deemed  to  be  con¬ 
trolling  in  carrying  out  the  Adjusted 
Compromise  Plan,  and  any  provisions  of 
the  Compromise  Plan  which  are  not  so 
specifically  affected  shall  be  considered 
to  remain  in  full  force  and  effect. 

Petitioners  request  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  approve  the  Adjusted  Compromise 
Plan  and  apply  to  the  United  States 
District  Court  for  the  District  of  Dele- 
ware  for  an  order  enforcing  the  terms 
and  provisions  thereof,  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  section  11  (e)  of 
the  act. 

The  Debenture  Committee’s  joinder  in 
the  petition  is  conditioned  on  the  plan’s 
becoming  effective  on  or  before  March 
20,  1951;  and,  in  the  event  the  plan  does 
not  become  effective  on  or  before  June  30, 
1951,  Ogden  reserves  the  right  to  apply 
to  the  Commission  and  the  District  Court 
for  appropriate  modification  of  the  Ad¬ 
justed  Compromise  Plan  with  respect  to 
the  fees  and  expenses  of  Chemical  and 
such  other  matters  as  may  be  equitable. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  Febru¬ 
ary  14,  1951,  at  5:30  p.  m.,  e.  s.  t.,  file  a 
written  request  that  he  be  heard  by  the 
Commission  in  this  matter,  stating  the 
nature  of  his  interest,  the  reason  for  such 
request,  and  the  issues,  if  any,  of  fact  or 
law  proposed  to  be  controverted;  or  he 
may  request  that  he  be  notified  if  the 
Commission  should  order  a  hearing 
thereon.  Any  such  request  should  be 
addressed :  Secretary,  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission,  425  Second  Street 
NW„  Washington  25,  D.  C.  At  any  time 
after  February  14,  1951,  the  Adjusted 
Compromise  Plan  may  be  approved  by 
the  Commission  under  the  applicable 
provisions  of  the  act. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  in  the 
event  the  Commission  approves  the  Ad¬ 
justed  Compromise  Plan,  the  Commis¬ 


sion  will  apply  to  the  United  States 
District  Court  for  the  District  of  Dela¬ 
ware  for  an  order  enforcing  the  Ad¬ 
justed  Compromise  Plan.  All  interested 
persons  (other  than  those  who  have 
heretofore  entered  their  appearance 
herein)  who  desire  to  be  advised  of  any 
hearing  to  be  held  before  said  District 
Court  pursuant  to  such  application  of 
the  Commission,  should  file  a  written  re¬ 
quest  to  that  effect  with  the  Secretary 
of  the  Commission  on  or  before  Febru¬ 
ary  14,  1951. 

It  is  ordered,  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Commission  cause  copies  of  this  no¬ 
tice  to  be  mailed,  by  registered  mail,  to 
Interstate,  to  Ogden  Corporation,  to  the 
Colton  Group,  to  the  Preferred  Stock¬ 
holders  Committee,  to  Philip  D.  Crockett, 
and  to  the  Debenture  Committee,  or  to 
their  attorneys  of  record. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  Ogden 
cause  copies  of  this  notice  to  be  mailed 
to  all  holders  of  record  of  debenture 
escrow  certificates  and  preferred  stock 
escrow  certificates  as  of  a  date  not 
earlier  than  January  1,  1951,  such  notice 
to  be  mailed  not  later  than  January  31, 
1951. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  Dt;Bois, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1577:  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

8:49  a.  m.] 


[File  No.  70-25391 

American  Gas  and  Electric  Co.  and  Amer¬ 
ican  Gas  and  Electric  Service  Corp. 

order  granting  application  and  permit¬ 
ting  declaration  to  become  effective 

At  a  regular  session  of  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  held  at  its 
office  in  the  city  of  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
the  26th  day  of  January  A.  D.  1951. 

American  Gas  and  Electric  Company 
(“American  Gas”),  a  registered  holding 
company,  and  American  Gas  and  Electric 
Service  Corporation  (“Service  Corpora¬ 
tion”),  a  wholly  owmed  service  company 
subsidiary  of  American  Gas,  having  filed 
a  joint  application-declaration  pursuant 
to  the  Public  Utility  Holding  Company 
Act  of  1935,  particularly  sections  7  and 
10  thereof  with  respect  to  the  following 
proposed  transactions: 

Service  Corporation  has  authorized 
10,000  shares  of  its  $100  par  value  com¬ 
mon  capital  stock,  of  which  7,850  shares 
are  issued  and  outstanding,  all  of  which 
are  owned  by  American  Gas.  Service 
Corporation  proposes  to  issue  and  sell  to 
American  Gas,  and  American  Gas  pro¬ 
poses  to  acquire.  2,150  shares  of  the  com¬ 
mon  capital  stock  of  Service  Corporation, 
for  an  aggregate  cash  consideration  of 
$215,000.  The  application-declaration 
states  that  the  proceeds  from  the  pro¬ 
posed  sale  of  stock  will  be  used  by  Service 
Corporation  to  purchase  and  install  a 
480  cycle  A-C  Network  Analyzer  (calcu¬ 
lating  board) ,  estimated  to  cost  approxi¬ 
mately  $217,500. 

Said  application-declaration  having 
teen  filed  on  December  5,  1950,  notice  of 
said  filing  having  been  given  in  the 
form  and  manner  required  by  Rule  U-23 
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NOTICES 


of  Massachusetts  has  jurisdiction  over 
the  transactions  proposed  by  Salem,  and 
that  no  State  commission  or  Federal 
commission,  other  than  this  Commis¬ 
sion,  has  jurisdiction  over  the  transac¬ 
tions  proposed  by  NEES. 

The  applicants-declarants  request 
that  the  order  of  this  Commission  be 
made  effective  forthwith  upon  issuance. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than  Feb¬ 
ruary  7,  1951,  at  5:30  p.  m.,  e.  s.  t„ 
request  the  Commission  in  waiting  that 
a  hearing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stat¬ 
ing  the  nature  of  his  interest,  the  reason 
for  such  request,  and  the  issues,  if  any, 
of  fact  or  law  proposed  to  be  contro¬ 
verted;  or  he  may  request  that  he  be 
notified  if  the  Commission  should  order 
a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such  request 
should  be  addressed:  Secretary,  Securi¬ 
ties  and  Exchange  Commission,  425  Sec¬ 
ond  Street  NW.,  Washington  25,  D.  C. 
At  any  time  after  said  date,  said  applica¬ 
tion-declaration,  as  filed  or  as  amended, 
may  be  granted  or  permitted  to  become 
effective  as  provided  in  Rule  U-23  of 
the  rules  and  regulations  promulgated 
under  the  act,  or  the  Commission  may 
exempt  such  transactions  as  provided 
in  Rules  U-20  and  U-100  thereof. 


promulgated  pursuant  to  said  act,  the 
Commission  not  having  received  a  request 
for  hearing  within  the  time  specified  in 
said  notice,  or  otherwise,  and  the  Com¬ 
mission  not  having  ordered  a  hearing 
thereon;  and 

The  Commission  finding  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  transactions  are  in  accordance 
with  the  applicable  provisions  of  the  act 
and  that  no  adverse  findings  are 
necessary  thereunder,  the  Commission 
deeming  it  appropriate  to  grant  said  ap¬ 
plication  and  permit  said  declaration  to 
become  effective,  and  also  deeming  it  ap¬ 
propriate  to  grant  applicants-declarants’ 
request  that  the  order  herein  become 
effective  forthwith  upon  the  issuance 
thereof : 

It  is  ordered,  Pursuant  to  Rule  U-23 
and  the  applicable  provisions  of  said  act, 
and  subject  to  the  terms  and  conditions 
contained  in  Rule  U-24,  that  said  appli¬ 
cation-declaration  be,  and  the  same  here¬ 
by  is,  granted  and  permitted  to  become 
effective  forthwith. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1572;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

8:47  a.  m.] 


I  File  No.  70-2543] 

New  England  Electric  System  and 
Salem  Gas  Light  Co. 

NOTICE  OF  FILING 

At  a  regular  session  of  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  held  at  its 
office  in  the  city  of  Washington,  D.  C., 
on  the  25th  day  of  January  A.  D.  1951. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  joint  ap¬ 
plication-declaration  has  been  filed  with 
this  Commission,  pursuant  to  the  Pub¬ 
lic  Utility  Holding  Company  Act  of  1935, 
by  the  New  England  Electric  System 
(“NEES”),  a  registered  holding  com¬ 
pany,  and  its  subsidiary  company,  Salem 
Gas  Light  Company  (“Salem”).  The 
application-declaration  designates  sec¬ 
tions  6,  7,  9  and  10  of  the  act  and  Rules 
U-23,  U-24  and  U-42  (b)  (2)  promul¬ 
gated  thereunder  as  applicable  to  the 
proposed  transactions. 

All  interested  persons  are  referred  to 
said  application-declaration,  which  is  on 
file  in  the  offices  of  this  Commission,  for 
a  statement  of  the  transactions  therein 
proposed,  which  are  summarized  as  fol¬ 
lows  : 

Salem  proposes  to  reduce  the  par  value 
of  its  45,353  shares  of  capital  stock,  ag¬ 
gregate  par  value  $1,133,825,  from  $25 
to  $10  per  share,  and  to  transfer  $680,295 
representing  such  reduction  from  capi¬ 
tal  stock  account  to  premium  on  capital 
stock  account.  Salem  also  proposes  to 
issue  and  sell,  for  cash,  30,236  shares  of 
additional  capital  stock,  par  value  $10 
per  share,  and  to  issue  to  its  stockholders 
warrants  to  subscribe  to  such  shares  on 
the  basis  of  2/3ds  of  a  new  share  for  each 
share  held.  Salem  also  proposes  to  issue 
and  sell  $1,000,000  principal  amount  of 
20-year  First  Mortgage  Bonds,  3 Mi  Per¬ 
cent  Series,  due  1970. 

The  proposed  additional  shares  of  cap¬ 
ital  stock  will  be  offered  to  Salem's 


stockholders  at  a  subscription  price  of 
$15  per  share  as  determined  by  Salem’s 
board  of  directors.  Each  warrant  will 
expire  on  the  21st  day  following  the  date 
of  mailing  of  the  notices  and  warrants  to 
stockholders  and  each  warrant  will  in¬ 
dicate  the  number  of  new  shares  or  the 
fraction  of  a  new  share  to  which  the 
holder  thereof  is  entitled  to  subscribe. 
No  fractional  shares  will  be  issued,  but 
fractional  warrants  may  be  combined. 

NEES  owns  42,138  shares  (92.9  per¬ 
cent)  of  the  present  capital  stock  of 
Salem  and  will  receive  warrants  to  sub¬ 
scribe  for  28,092  additional  shares,  the 
total  subscription  price  therefor  being 
$421,380.  The  minority  public  share¬ 
holders  own  3,125  shares  (7.1  percent) 
of  such  capital  stock  and  will  receive 
warrants  to  subscribe  for  an  aggregate 
of  2,143 %  shares,  the  total  subscription 
price  therefor  being  $32,145.  Salem  pro¬ 
poses  to  sell'any  shares  unsubscribed  for 
by  its  shareholders  to  NEES  at  the  price 
of  $15  per  share,  provided  the  same  is 
authorized  by  the  Department  of  Public 
Utilities  of  Massachusetts. 

NEES  proposes  to  exercise  its  right  to 
subscribe  to  said  28,092  shares  of  capital 
stock  of  Salem  and  will  offer  to  purchase 
from  the  minority  stockholders  at  $15 
per  share  their  present  holdings  and  any 
shares  which  they  may  acquire  through 
the  exercise  of  rights,  such  offer  to  re¬ 
main  open  for  a  period  of  60  days  fol¬ 
lowing  the  date  of  offering  of  Salem’s 
additional  capital  stock.  The  total  cost 
of  minority  shares  to  NEES,  if  all  such 
shares  are  acquired,  is  expected  to  be 
not  more  than  $80,370. 

Salem  proposes  to  sell  the  bonds  to 
John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  Insurance 
Company  under  a  First  Mortgage  In¬ 
denture  and  Deed  of  Trust  which  pro¬ 
vides,  among  other  things,  that  such 
bonds  are  secured  by  a  direct  first  mort¬ 
gage  lien  on  substantially  all  of  Salem's 
gas  properties. 

The  proceeds  of  $453,540  from  the  sale 
of  the  proposed  additional  capital  stock 
and  the  proceeds  of  $1,000,000  from  the 
sale  of  the  proposed  First  Mortgage 
Bonds  are  to  be  applied  by  Salem  to  the 
payment  of  (a)  $350,000  face  amount 
of  3  percent  notes  payable  to  NEES,  (b) 
$100,000  non-interest  bearing  advances 
from  NEES,  (c)  $800,000  face  amount 
of  3  M2  percent  notes  payable  to  banks 
and  (d)  the  balance  estimated  at  $203,- 
540  is  to  be  applied  to  the  cost  of  prop¬ 
erly  capitalizable  extensions,  enlarge¬ 
ments  and  additions  to  plant  and 
property. 

Total  expenses  to  be  borne  by  Salem 
in  connection  with  the  reduction  in  par 
value  of  its  capital  stock  the  issue  of 
30,236  additional  shares  of  capital  stock 
and  warrants  representing  rights  to  sub¬ 
scribe  therefor  and  the  issuance  of  said 
$1,000,000  principal  amount  of  First 
Mortgage  Bonds  are  estimated  at  $13,- 
300.  Such  estimate  includes  $5,000  for 
services  rendered  at  the  actual  cost 
thereof  by  New  England  Power  Service 
Company,  an  affiliated  service  company, 
and  $1,000  for  counsel  for  the  purchasers 
of  the  Bonds.  The  cost  to  NEES  for 
services  to  be  rendered  by  said  Service 
Company  is  estimated  not  to  exceed  $500. 

The  application-declaration  indicates 
that  the  Department  of  Public  Utilities 


By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuEois, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1575;  Filed,  Jan.  31.  1951; 
8:48  a.  m.] 


[File  No.  70-25491 

Consolidated  Electric  and  Gas  Co.  and 
Porto  Rico  Gas  and  Coke  Co. 

notice  of  filing 

At  a  regular  session  of  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  held  at  its 
office  in  the  city  of  Washington,  D.  C., 
on  the  25th  day  of  January  A.  D.  1951. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  joint  dec¬ 
laration  has  been  filed  with  this  Com¬ 
mission  pursuant  to  the  Public  Utility 
Holding  Company  Act  of  1935  (the  “act”) 
by  Consolidated  Electric  and  Gas  Com¬ 
pany  (“Consolidated”),  a  registered 
holding  company  and  a  subsidiary  of 
Central  Public  Utility  Corporation,  also 
a  registered  holding  company,  and  by 
Porto  Rico  Gas  &  Coke  Company  (“Porto 
Rico”),  a  direct  public  utility  subsidiary 
of  Consolidated.  The  filing  has  desig¬ 
nated  sections  12  (c),  (d)  and  (f)  of  the 
act  and  Rules  U-42,  U-43  and  U-44  there¬ 
under  as  being  applicable  to  the  trans¬ 
actions  therein  described. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than  Feb¬ 
ruary  9, 1951,  at  5:30  p.  m.,  e.  s.  t.,  request 
the  Commission  in  writing  that  a  hear¬ 
ing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stating  the 
nature  of  his  interest,  the  reason  for  such 
request  and  the  issues,  if  any,  of  fact  or 
law  proposed  to  be  controverted  or  he 
may  request  that  he  be  notified  if  the 
Commission  should  order  a  hearing 
thereon.  At  any  time  after  said  date 
said  joint  declaration,  as  filed  or  as 
amended,  may  be  permitted  to  become 
effective  as  provided  in  Rule  U-23  of  the 
rules  and  regulations  promulgated  under 
the  act,  or  the  Commission  may  exempt 
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such  transactions  as  provided  in  Rules 
U-20  and  U-100  thereof.  Any  such  re¬ 
quest  should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
425  Second  Street  NW.,  Washington  25, 
D.  C. 

All  interested  persons  are  referred  to 
said  joint  declaration  which  is  on  file 
in  the  offices  of  this  Commission  for  a 
statement  of  the  transactions  therein 
proposed  which  are  summarized  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Porto  Rico  proposes  to  purchase  from 
Consolidated  1,000  shares  of  Porto  Rico’s 
6  percent  Cumulative  Preferred  Stock, 
$100  par  value,  at  a  price  of  $100  per 
share.  Consolidated  proposes  to  apply 
the  proceeds  of  such  sale,  or  an  amount 
equivalent  thereto,  to  the  partial  pay¬ 
ment  of  its  one  year  note,  maturing  Sep¬ 
tember  20, 1951,  presently  outstanding  in 
the  amount  of  $650,000,  payable  to  The 
Chase  National  Bank  of  The  City  of  New 
York  (“Chase”).  The  outstanding  se¬ 
curities  of  Porto  Rico  consist  of  $750,000 
principal  amount  of  4^2  percent  First 
Mortgage  Bonds  due  1965,  3,445  shares  of 
$100  par  value  6  percent  Cumulative  Pre¬ 
ferred  Stock  and  10,000  shares  of  $25  par 
value  Common  Stock.  All  of  the  out¬ 
standing  securities  of  Porto  Rico,  except 
its  mortgage  bonds,  which  are  owned  by 
two  insurance  companies,  are  owned  by 
Consolidated  and  pledged  as  security  for 
the  bank  loan,  with  Chase.  The  out¬ 
standing  securities  of  Consolidated  con¬ 
sist  of  the  above  described  note  to  Chase 
and  preferred  and  common  stocks,  all 
owned  by  Central  Public  Utility  Corpo¬ 
ration. 

The  fees  and  expenses  applicable  to 
the  proposed  transactions  are  estimated 
by  declarants  as  not  to  exceed  $100. 

Declarants  request  that  the  final  or¬ 
der  of  this  Commission  with  respect  to 
the  joint  declaration  become  effective 
forthwith  upon  issuance. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1576;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951* 
8:49  a.  m.] 


[File  No.  70-2554] 

Interstate  Power  Co. 

NOTICE  OF  FILING 

At  a  regular  session  of  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission,  held  at  its 
office  in  the  city  of  Washington,  D.  C., 
on  the  26th  day  of  January  A.  D.  1951. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  declara¬ 
tion  and  an  amendment  thereto  has  been 
filed  with  this  Commission  pursuant  to 
the  Public  Utility  Holding  Company  Act 
of  1935  (“act”)  by  Interstate  Power  Com¬ 
pany  (“Interstate”) ,  a  registered  holding 
company  and  an  operating  public  utility 
company.  Declarant  has  designated 
sections  6  and  7  of  the  act  as  applicable 
to  the  proposed  transactions. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  Febru¬ 
ary  14,  1951,  at  5:30  p.  m.,  e.  s.  t.,  request 
the  Commission  in  writing  that  a  hearing 
be  held  on  such  matter,  stating  the 
reasons  for  such  request,  the  nature  of 
No.  22 - 6 


his  interest  and  the  issues  of  fact  or  law 
raised  by  said  declaration,  as  filed  or  as 
amended,  which  he  desires  to  controvert, 
or  may  request  that  he  be  notified  if  the 
Commission  should  order  a  hearing 
thereon.  Any  such  request  should  be 
addressed:  Secretary,  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission,  425  Second  Street 
NW.,  Washington  25,  D.  C.  At  any 
time  after  February  14,  1951,  said 
declaration,  as  filed  or  as  amended,  may 
be  permitted  to  become  effective  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  Rule  U-23  of  the  rules  and  reg¬ 
ulations  promulgated  under  the  Act,  or 
the  Commission  may  exempt  such  trans¬ 
action  as  provided  in  Rules  U-20  (a)  and 
U-100  thereof. 

All  interested  persons  are  referred  to 
said  declaration,  as  amended,  which  is 
on  file  in  the  offices  of  this  Commission 
for  a  statement  of  the  transactions  there¬ 
in  proposed,  which  may  be  summarized 
as  follows: 

Interstate  proposes  to  issue  and  sell  at 
par  on  or  before  April  15, 1951,  and  on  or 
before  September  15,  1951,  promissory 
notes  in  the  aggregate  amount  of  $2,500,- 
000  and  $2,000,000  respectively.  Said 
notes,  bearing  an  interest  rate  of  2%  per¬ 
cent  per  annum  and  maturing  360  days 
from  the  date  of  the  first  borrowing,  will 
be  issued  to  The  Chase  National  Bank  of 
the  City  of  New  York  and  Manufacturers 
Trust  Company,  respectively,  in  equal 
amounts  not  to  exceed  $2,250,000  to  each 
of  said  banks  in  accordance  with  the 
terms  of  a  loan  agreement  dated  Jan¬ 
uary  9,  1951.  The  notes  may  be  pre¬ 
paid  in  whole  or  in  part  at  any  time 
without  premium,  however,  if  such  pre¬ 
payment  is  made  from  proceeds  of  any 
bank  borrowing,  a  premium  at  the  rate 
of  1  percent  per  annum  on  the  principal 
amount  so  prepaid,  calculated  from  the 
date  of  such  prepayment  to  the  stated 
maturity  of  the  notes,  will  be  payable. 

Interstate  requests  the  Commission  to 
authorize,  at  this  time,  the  issue  and  sale 
of  only  $2,500,000  aggregate  principal 
amount  of  its  2%  percent  promissory 
notes  as  described  above  in  equal 
amounts  to  the  order  of  the  two  above 
named  banks  on  or  before  April  15,  1951, 
and  to  reserve  jurisdiction  until  some 
later  date  prior  to  September  15,  1951, 
writh  respect  to  the  proposed  issuance 
and  sale  of  the  additional  $2,000,000 
principal  amount  of  its  2%  percent 
promissory  notes.  Interstate  makes  the 
foregoing  requests  so  that  it  may  study 
the  advisability  of  issuing  additional 
common  stock  or  other  equity  securities. 

Declarant  states  that  the  proceeds  of 
the  notes  wull  be  applied  toward  the 
financing  of  the  construction  program 
of  the  declarant  and  w’ill  also  be  used 
to  reimburse  the  company  for  funds  al¬ 
ready  used  to  finance  new  construction. 
The  expenses  in  connection  writh  the 
proposed  transaction  are  estimated  by 
Interstate  at  $14,000,  of  which  $3,500  rep¬ 
resents  estimated  fees  for  legal  services 
and  $9,000  represents  a  commitment  fee 
to  be  paid  to  the  lending  banks. 

Declarant  states  that  no  Commission 
other  than  this  Commission  has  juris¬ 
diction  over  the  proposed  transactions. 

Declarant  requests  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  enter  its  order  as  early  as  possible 
and  before  February  19,  1951,  and  that 


the  Commission’s  order  herein  become 
effective  upon  the  issuance  thereof. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBcis, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1573;  Filed.  Jan.  31,  1951; 
8:48  a.  m.) 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Office  of  Alien  Property 

Authority:  40  Stat.  411,  55  Stat.  839,  Pub. 
Laws  322,  671,  79th  Cong.,  60  Stat.  50,  925;  50 
U.  S.  C.  and  Supp.  App.  1,  616;  E.  O  9193, 
July  6,  1942,  3  CFR.  Cum.  Supp.,  E.  O.  9567, 
June  8,  1945,  3  CFR,  1945  Supp.,  E.  O.  9788, 
Oct.  14,  1946,  11  F.  R.  11981. 

[Vesting  Order  17016) 

Peter  Niesters 

In  re:  Stock  owned  by  Peter  Niesters. 
F-28-31140. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended.  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to 
law,  after  investigation,  it  is  hereby 
found: 

1.  That  Peter  Niesters,  whose  last 
known  address  is  15  Graben  Strasse  in 
Unkelbach,  near  Remagen,  Germany,  is  a 
resident  of  Germany  and  a  national  of  a 
designated  enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

2.  That  the  property  described  as  fol¬ 
lows:  Two  hundred  and  forty  (240) 
shares  of  no  par  value  common  capital 
stock  of  United  States  Steel  Corporation, 
a  corporation  organized  under  the  laws 
of  the  State  of  New  Jersey,  60  shares  of 
which  evidenced  by  a  part  of  a  certificate 
numbered  N15807  for  100  shares;  20 
shares  of  which. evidenced  by  a  part  of  a 
certificate  numbered  N15808  for  100 
shares;  20  shares  of  which  evidenced  by 
a  part  of  a  certificate  numbered  Y96600 
for  100  shares;  40  shares  of  which  evi¬ 
denced  by  a  part  of  a  certificate  num¬ 
bered  Y96602  for  100  shares;  and  100 
shares  of  w'hich  evidenced  by  certificate 
numbered  Y96603,  registered  in  the  name 
of  N.  V.  Maatschappij  Tot  Beheer  van  het 
Administratiekantoor  van  Amerikaan- 
sche  Fondsen  opgerigt  door  Broes  &  Gos- 
man,  Ten  Have  &  Van  Essen  en  Jarman 
&  Zoonen,  Amsterdam,  together  with  all 
declared  and  unpair  dividends  thereon, 

is  property  wdthin  the  United  States 
owned  or  controlled  by,  payable  or  deliv¬ 
erable  to,  held  on  behalf  of  or  on  account 
of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  is  evidence  of 
ownership  or  control  by,  Peter  Niesters, 
the  aforesaid  national  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  person 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  is  not 
within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States  re¬ 
quires  that  such  person  be  treated  as 
a  national  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Germany). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national  inter¬ 
est, 
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There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  ussd, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and 
for  the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall  have 
the  meanings  prescribed  in  section  10  of 
Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
January  11,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1549;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1951; 

8:55  a.  m.) 


[Vesting  Order  17099] 

NOBUMI  ITOH 

In  re;  Bonds  owned  by  Nobumi  Itoh. 
F-39-1031-A-1. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended,  Ex¬ 
ecute  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to 
law,  after  investigation,  it  is  hereby 
found: 

1.  That  Nobumi  Itoh,  whose  last 
known  address  is  Bureau  of  Foreign  Af¬ 
fairs,  Tokyo,  Japan,  is  a  resident  of  Ja¬ 
pan  and  a  national  of  a  designated  enemy 
country  (Japan) ; 

2.  That  the  property  described  as  fol¬ 
lows:  Seventeen  (17)  Imperial  Japanese 
Government  5*4  percent  1965  bonds,  of 
$1,000  face  value  each,  bearing  the  num¬ 
bers  3698,  3699,  6270,  8904,  10284,  10285, 
10322,  10323.  10324,  10325,  10326,  10327, 
12055,  35005,  43509,  43510  and  47319,  is¬ 
sued  in  the  name  of  bearer,  presently 
in  the  custody  of  the  Superintendent  of 
Banks  of  the  State  of  New  York,  as 
Liquidator  of  the  Business  and  Property 
in  New  York  of  Yokohama  Specie  Bank, 
Ltd..  80  Spring  Street,  New  York,  New 
York,  together  with  any  and  all  rights 
thereunder  and  thereto, 

is  property  within  the  United  States 
owned  or  controlled  by,  payable  or  de¬ 
liverable  to.  held  on  behalf  of  or  on 
account  of.  or  owing  to,  or  which  is  evi¬ 
dence  of  ownership  or  control  by,  the 
aforesaid  national  of  a  designated  enemy 
country  (Japan) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  person 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  is  not 
within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States 
requires  that  such  person  be  treated  as  a 
national  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Japan). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national  in¬ 
terest. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 


The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall  have 
the  meanings  prescribed  in  section  10  of 
Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C. ,  on 
January  17,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

|F.  R.  Doc.  51-1550;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1951; 
8:55  a.  m.] 


[Vesting  Order  17174] 

Eigoro  Ota 

In  re:  Rights  of  Eigoro  Ota  under  an 
insurance  contract.  File  No.  F-39-4956- 
H-l. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended.  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to 
law,  after  investigation,  it  is  hereby 
found : 

1.  That  Eigoro  Ota,  whose  last  known 
address  is  Japan,  is  a  resident  of  Japan 
and  a  national  of  a  designated  enemy 
country  (Japan); 

2.  That  the  net  proceeds  due  or  to 
become  due  to  Eigoro  Ota  under  a  con¬ 
tract  of  insurance  evidenced  by  Policy 
No.  1729996  issued  by  The  Equitable  Life 
Assurance  Society  of  the  United  States, 
New  York  City,  New  York,  to  Eigoro  Ota, 
together  with  the  right  to  demand, 
receive  and  collect  said  net  proceeds, 

is  property  within  the  United  States 
owned  or  controlled  by,  payable  or  deliv¬ 
erable  to,  held  on  behalf  of  or  on  ac¬ 
count  of.  or  owing  to,  or  which  is  evidence 
of  ownership  or  control  by,  the  aforesaid 
national  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Japan) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  person 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  is  not 
within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States 
requires  that  such  person  be  treated  as 
a  national  of  a  designated  enemy  coun¬ 
try  (Japan). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national 
interest. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  property 
described  above,  to  be  held,  used,  ad¬ 
ministered,  liquidated,  sold  or  otherwise 
dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for  the 
benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall 
have  the  meanings  prescribed  in  section 
10  of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
January  19,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1552;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1951J 
8:56  a.  m.] 


[Vesting  Order  17124] 

Kenzo  Torikai 

In  re :  Bonds  owned  by  Kenzo  Torikai. 
F-39-111-A-1. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended,  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to 
law,  after  investigation,  it  is  hereby 
found : 

1.  That  Kenzo  Torikai,  whose  last 
known  address  is  Sekikane  P.  O.,  Ta- 
haku-Gun,  Tottoriken,  Japan,  is  a  res¬ 
ident  of  Japan  and  a  national  of  a 
designated  enemy  country  (Japan) ; 

2.  That  the  property  described  as  fol¬ 
lows:  Two  (2)  Imperial  Japanese  Gov¬ 
ernment  6V2  percent  1954  bonds,  of  $500 
face  value  each,  bearing  the  numbers 
11775  and  11776,  issued  in  the  name  of 
bearer,  presently  in  the  custody  of  the 
Superintendent  of  Banks  of  the  State 
of  New  York  as  Liquidator  of  the  Busi¬ 
ness  and  Property  in  New  York  of 
Yokohama  Specie  Bank,  Ltd.,  80  Spring 
Street,  New  York,  New  York,  together 
with  any  and  all  rights  thereunder  and 
thereto, 

is  property  within  the  United  States 
owned  or  controlled  by,  payable  or  de¬ 
liverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of  or  on  ac¬ 
count  of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  is 
evidence  of  ownership  or  control  by,  the 
aforesaid  national  of  a  designated  enemy 
country  (Japan) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  person 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  is  not 
within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States  re¬ 
quires  that  such  person  be  treated  as  a 
national  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Japan). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate  con¬ 
sultation  and  certification,  having  been 
made  and  taken,  and,  it  being  deemed 
necessary  in  the  national  interest, 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and 
for  the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall  have 
the  meanings  prescribed  in  section  10  of 
Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
January  17,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1551;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1951; 

8:55  a.  m.] 


[Vesting  Order  17192] 

Hermann  Tegeler  et  al. 

In  re :  Interest  in  real  property,  and  in 
oil,  gas  and  other  minerals  in  and  under 
real  property  and  claims  owned  by  Her¬ 
mann  Tegeler  and  others.  D-28-12906- 
B-l. 
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Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended,  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 

1.  That  Hermann  Tegeler,  Frederica 
Meier  and  Amalie  Schafertons,  each  of 
whose  last  known  address  is  Germany, 
are  residents  of  Germany  and  nationals 
of  a  designated  enemy  country  (Ger¬ 
many)  ; 

2.  That  the  personal  representatives, 
heirs,  next  of  kin,  legatees  and  distribu¬ 
tees  of  Hermann  Tegeler,  Frederica 
Meier  and  Amalie  Schafertons,  who 
there  is  reasonable  cause  to  believe  are 
residents  of  Germany,  are  nationals  of  a 
designated  enemy  country  (Germany); 

3.  That  the  property  described  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

a.  An  undivided  three-tenths  (3/10ths) 
interest  in  and  to  the  real  property  par¬ 
ticularly  described  as  the  Southeast 
Quarter  (S.  E.  lA)  and  the  Northeast 
Quarter  (N.  E.  V4)  of  Section  Twenty- 
two  (22),  Township  Twenty-eight  South 
(28  S.),  Range  Twenty-seven  East  (27 

E. ),  M.  D.  B.  &  M.,  situated  in  Kern 
County,  State  of  California,  together 
with  all  hereditaments,  fixtures,  im¬ 
provements  and  appurtenances  thereto, 
and  any  and  all  claims  for  rents,  refunds, 
benefits  or  other  payments,  arising  from 
the  ownership  of  such  property, 

b.  An  undivided  three-tenths  (3/10ths) 
of  three-fourths  (3/4ths)  of  nine  and 
two-sevenths  percent  (9t7%)  interest  in 
and  to  all  of  the  oil  and  gas  and  other 
petroleum  products  in  and  under  and 
that  may  be  produced  from  the  South¬ 
east  Quarter  (S.  E.  %)  of  Section 
Twenty-two  (22),  Township  Twenty- 
eight  South  (28  S.) ,  Range  Twenty-seven 
East  (27  E.),  M.  D.  B.  &  M.,  situated  in 
Kern  County,  State  of  California,  under 
that  certain  renewal  of  lease  of  oil  and 
gas  lands,  known  as  Sacramento  No. 
019927,  dated  August  4,  1945,  and  pursu¬ 
ant  to  an  agreement  between  Fred  W. 
Tegeler,  lessor,  and  A.  W.  Wright,  also 
known  as  A.  E.  Wright,  lessee,  and  pur¬ 
suant  also  to  an  agreement  between  Fred 
W.  Tegeler,  party  of  the  first  part,  and 

F.  E.  Dunlap  and  Ira  M.  Flocker,  parties 
of  the  second  part,  together  with  any 
and  all  claims  for  rents,  refunds,  royal¬ 
ties,  benefits  or  other  payments  arising 
from  the  ownership  of  such  interest, 

c.  An  undivided  three-tenths  (3/10ths) 
interest  in  and  to  all  mineral,  oil,  gas  and 
petroleum  products  rights  in,  on,  to 
and  in  connection  with  the  Northeast 
Quarter  <NE.y4)  of  Section  Twenty- 
two  (22),  Township  Twenty-eight  South 
(28  S.),  Range  Twenty-seven  East  (27 
E.),  M.  D.  B.  &  M.,  situated  in  Kern 
County,  California,  subject  to  agree¬ 
ments  made  by  F.  W.  Tegeler,  as  party 
of  the  first  part  and  F.  E.  Dunlap  and 
Ira  M.  Flocker,  as  parties  of  the  second 
part,  together  with  any  and  all  claims 
for  rents,  refunds,  royalties,  benefits  or 
other  payments  arising  from  the  owner¬ 
ship  of  such  interest, 

d.  All  interests  and  rights  of  the  per¬ 
sons  named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof 
and  of  the  persons  referred  to  in  sub- 
paragraph  2  hereof,  in  and  to  that  cer¬ 
tain  agreement  dated  January  19,  1925, 
between  Fred.  W.  Tegeler,  a  widower. 


lessor,  and  A.  W.  Wright,  also  known  as 
A.  E.  Wright,  lessee,  duly  acknowledged 
by  said  Fred.  W.  Tegeler  before  Victor  A. 
Chargin,  a  Notary  Public  in  and  for  the 
County  of  Santa  Clara,  State  of  Califor¬ 
nia,  on  the  Twenty- seventh  (27th)  day 
of  January,  1925,  and  duly  acknowledged 
by  said  A.  E.  Wright,  also  named  A.  W. 
Wright,  before  Kathryn  James,  a  Notary 
Public  in  and  for  Los  Angeles  County, 
State  of  California,  and 

e.  All  those  debts  or  other  obligations 
owing  to  the  persons  named  in  subpara¬ 
graph  1  hereof,  and/or  the  persons  re¬ 
ferred  to  in  subparagraph  2  hereof,  by 
Robinson  Agency,  1711  19th  Street, 
Bakersfield,  California,  including  partic¬ 
ularly  but  not  limited  to  the  sum  of 
money  on  deposit  with  Bank  of  America 
National  Trust  and  Savings  Association, 
300  Montgomery  Street,  San  Francisco, 
California,  in  a  commercial  account,  ac¬ 
count  number  90-139,  entitled  Robinson 
Agency — Trustee,  maintained  at  the 
branch  office  of  the  aforesaid  bank  lo¬ 
cated  at  1921  Chester  Avenue,  Bakers¬ 
field,  California,  and  any  and  all  rights 
to  demand,  enforce  and  collect  the  same, 

is  property  within  the  United  States 
owned  or  controlled  by,  payable  or  deliv¬ 
erable  to,  held  on  behalf  of  or  on  account 
of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  is  evidence  of 
ownership  or  control  by,  the  aforesaid 
nationals  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Germany) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

4.  That  to  the  extent  tl>at  the  persons 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  and  re¬ 
ferred  to  in  subparagraph  2  hereof  are 
not  within  a  designated  enemy  country, 
the  national  interest  of  the  United 
States  requires  that  such  persons  be 
treated  as  nationals  of  a  designated  en¬ 
emy  country  (Germany) ; 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
*  been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national  in¬ 
terest, 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  property 
described  in  subparagraphs  3-a,  3-b,  3-c 
and  3-d  hereof,  subject  to  to  recorded 
liens,  encumbrances  and  other  rights  of 
record  held  by  or  for  persons  who  are 
not  nationals  of  designated  enemy  coun¬ 
tries,  and 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  in  subparagraph  3-e 
hereof. 

All  such  property  so  vested  to  be  held, 
used,  administered,  liquidated,  sold  or 
otherwise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of 
and  for  the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  ‘‘designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall  have 
the  meanings  prescribed  in  section  10  of 
Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
January  24,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal!  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1553;  Filed,  Jan.  30,  1951; 

8:56  a.  m.l 


[Vesting  Order  16914] 

Charlotte  Jetter 

In  re:  Rights  of  Charlotte  Jetter  un¬ 
der  contract  of  insurance.  File  No.  D- 
28-989-H-l. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended,  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 

1.  That  Charlotte  Jetter,  whose  last 
known  address  is  Germany,  is  a  resident 
of  Germany  and  a  national  of  a  desig¬ 
nated  enemy  country  (Germany)  ; 

2.  That  the  net  proceeds  due  or  to 
become  due  under  a  contract  of  insur¬ 
ance  evidenced  by  Policy  No.  302-847, 
issued  by  the  Pan-American  Life  Insur¬ 
ance  Company,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana, 
to  Christian  Jetter,  together  with  the 
right  to  demand,  receive  and  collect  said 
net  proceeds, 

is  property  within  the  United  States 
owned  or  controlled  by,  payable  or  de¬ 
liverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of  or  on 
account  of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  is 
evidence  of  ownership  or  control  by,  the 
aforesaid  national  of  a  designated  enemy 
country  (Germany) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  person 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  is  not 
within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States  re¬ 
quires  that  such  person  be  treated  as 
a  national  of  a  designated  enemy  coun¬ 
try  (Germany). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate  con¬ 
sultation  and  certification,  having  been 
made  and  taken,  and,  it  being  deemed 
necessary  in  the  national  interest. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall  have 
the  meanings  prescribed  in  section  10 
of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
January  4,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1610;  Filed,  Jan.  81,  1951; 
8:59  a.  m.] 


[Vesting  Order  16857] 

Alice  Goerg 

In  re:  Estate  of  Alice  Goerg  deceased. 
File  No.  F-28-29776-H-1. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended,  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Exec¬ 
utive  Ordei  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 

1.  That  Franz  Goerg  and  Ida  Goerg, 
whose  last  known  address  is  Germany, 
are  residents  of  Germany  and  nationals 
of  a  designated  enemy  country  (Ger¬ 
many)  ; 
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2.  That  the  domiciliary  personal  rep¬ 
resentatives,  heirs-at-law,  next-of-kin, 
legatees  and  distributees,  names  un¬ 
known,  of  Alice  Goerg,  deceased,  except 
Bernard  Goerg,  a  resident  of  the  United 
States,  who  there  is  reasonable  cause  to 
believe  are  residents  of  Germany,  are 
nationals  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Germany) ; 

3.  That  all  right,  title,  interest  and 
claim  of  any  kind  or  character  whatso¬ 
ever  of  the  persons  identified  in  sub- 
paragraphs  1  and  2  hereof,  except  Ber¬ 
nard  Goerg,  a  resident  of  the  United 
States,  in  and  to  the  proceeds  of  a  con¬ 
tract  of  insurance  evidenced  by  Policy 
No.  409756,  issued  by  the  Equitable  Life 
Assurance  Society  of  the  United  States, 
New  York,  New  York,  to  Carl  Goerg,  to¬ 
gether  with  the  right  to  demand,  receive 
and  collect  the  same, 

is  property  within  the  United  States 
owned  or  controlled  by,  payable  or  deliv¬ 
erable  to,  held  on  behalf  of,  or  on  account 
of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  is  evidence  of 
ownership  or  control  by,  the  aforesaid 
nationals  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Germany) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

4.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  persons 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  and 
the  domiciliary  personal  representatives, 
heirs-at-law,  next-of-kin,  legatees  and 
distributees,  names  unknown,  of  Alice 
Goerg,  deceased,  except  Bernard  Goerg, 
a  resident  of  the  United  States,  are  not 
within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States 
requires  that  such  persons  be  treated  as 
nationals  of  a  designated  enemy  coun¬ 
try  (Germany). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national 
interest. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall 
have  the  meanings  prescribed  in  section 
10  of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
January  2,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

IF.  R  Doc.  51-1607;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 
8:58  a.  m.J 


1.  That  Heinrich  Mueller,  Jr.,  Fritz 
Mueller,  Dora  (Doris)  Meyer,  Karl  Muel¬ 
ler,  Jr.,  Herbert  Mueller,  Dora  Mueller, 
Emma  Schrieber,  Ella  Mueller  Isermann, 
Luise  Kasann  (Kasan),  Fritz  Mueller, 
Hermine  Paulmann,  and  Dora  (Doris) 
Herwig,  whose  last  known  address  is 
Germany,  are  residents  of  Germany  and 
nationals  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Germany) ; 

2.  That  the  domiciliary  personal  rep¬ 
resentatives,  heirs,  next  of  kin,  legatees 
and  distributees,  names  unknown,  of 
Karl  Mueller,  Jr.,  who  these  is  reason¬ 
able  cause  to  believe  are  residents  of 
Germany,  are  nationals  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

3.  That  all  right,  title,  interest  and 
claim  of  any  kind  or  character  whatso¬ 
ever  of  the  persons  identified  in  subpara¬ 
graphs  1  and  2  hereof,  in  and  to  the 
estate  of  William  Mueller,  deceased,  is 
property  payable  or  deliverable  to,  or 
claimed  by,  the  aforesaid  nationals  of  a 
designated  enemy  country  (Germany); 

4.  That  such  property  is  in  the  process 
of  administration  by  Gordon  R.  Ennen, 
County  Treasurer  of  Iroquois  County, 
Illinois,  Watseka,  Illinois,  acting  under 
the  judicial  supervision  of  the  County 
Court,  In  Probate,  Iroquois  County,  Il¬ 
linois; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

5.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  persons 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  and 
the  domiciliary  personal  representatives, 
heirs,  next  of  kin,  legatees  and  distribu¬ 
tees,  names  unknowm,  of  Karl  Mueller, 
Jr.,  are  not  within  a  designated  enemy 
country,  the  national  interest  of  the 
United  States  requires  that  such  persons 
be  treated  as  nationals  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Germany) . 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national  in¬ 
terest, 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country"  as  used  herein  shall 
have  the  meanings  prescribed  in  section 
10  of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
January  2,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1608;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 
8:58  a.  m.] 


(Vesting  Order  168651 
William  Mueller 

In  re:  Estate  of  William  Mueller,  de¬ 
ceased.  File  No.  D-28-12922;  E.  T.  sec. 
17075. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended.  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 


(Vesting  Order  16911] 

Friedrich  August  Herman  Holling 

In  re:  Estate  of  Friedrich  August  Her¬ 
man  Holling,  also  known  as  Friedrich 
August  Herrman  Holling,  deceased.  File 
No.  D-28-9050;  E.  T.  sec.  11563. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended,  Execu¬ 


tive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 

1.  That  Emilie  Thiele,  Anna  Muschter, 
Friedrich  Paul  Holling,  Frieda  Noack, 
Anton  Max  Holling,  Hilda  Klaus,  Gerda 
Heidrich  and  Otto  Klaus,  whose  last 
known  address  is  Germany,  are  residents 
of  Germany  and  nationals  of  a  desig¬ 
nated  enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

2.  That  the  domiciliary  personal  rep¬ 
resentatives,  heirs  at  law,  next  of  kin, 
legatees  and  distributees,  names  un¬ 
known,  of  Friedrich  August  Holling, 
Friedrich  Herrmann  Holling  and  Wil¬ 
li  elmine  Klaus,  deceased,  who  there  is 
resonable  cause  to  believe  are  residents 
of  Germany,  are  nationals  of  a  desig¬ 
nated  enemy  country  (Germany); 

3.  That  all  right,  title,  interest  and 
claim  of  any  kind  or  character  whatso¬ 
ever  of  the  persons  named  in  subpara¬ 
graphs  1  and  2  hereof,  and  each  of  them, 
in  and  to  the  estate  of  Friedrich  August 
Herman  Holling,  also  known  as  Fried¬ 
rich  August  Herrman  Holling,  deceased, 
is  property  payable  or  deliverable  to,  or 
claimed  by,  the  aforesaid  nationals  of  a 
designated  enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

4.  That  such  property  is  in  the  process 
of  administration  by  James  F.  Egan,  as 
administrator,  acting  under  the  judicial 
supervision  of  the  Surrogate’s  Court  of 
New  York  County,  New  York; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

5.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  per¬ 
sons  named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof 
and  the  domiciliary  personal  representa¬ 
tives,  heirs  at  law,  next  of  kin,  legatees 
and  distributees,  names  unknown,  of 
Friedrich  August  Holling,  Friedrich 
Herrmann  Holling  and  Wilhelmine  Klaus 
are  not  within  a  designated  enemy  coun¬ 
try,  the  national  interest  of  the  United 
States  requires  that  such  persons  be 
treated  as  nationals  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Germany). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national  in¬ 
terest, 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall 
have  the  meanings  prescribed  in  section 
10  of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
Japuary  4,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

|F.  R.  Doc.  51-1609;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 
8:58  a.  m.( 


(Vesting  Order  16915] 

Shizu  Katagiri  et  al. 

In  re:  Rights  of  Shizu  Katagiri  et  al., 
under  insurance  contracts.  Files  No.  F- 
39-1090-H-l,  H-2,  H-3. 


mm 


Thursday,  February  1,  1951 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended,  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 

1.  That  Shizu  Katagiri,  whose  last 
known  address  is  Japan,  is  a  resident  of 
Japan  and  a  national  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Japan) ; 

2.  That  the  domiciliary  personal  rep¬ 
resentatives,  heirs-at-law,  next-of-kin, 
legatees  and  distributees,  names  un¬ 
known,  of  Chihaku  Katagiri,  a/k/a  Chi- 
hiro  Katagiri,  deceased,  who  there  is 
reasonable  cause  to  believe  are  residents 
of  Japan,  are  nationals  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Japan) ; 

3.  That  the  net  proceeds  due  or  to  be¬ 
come  due  under  contracts  of  insurance 
evidenced  by  Policies  numbered  7888954, 
£080055,  and  8081861,  issued  by  the  New 
York  Life  Insurance  Company,  New 
York,  New  York,  to  Chihaku  Katagiri, 
also  known  as  Chihiro  Katagiri,  together 
with  the  right  to  demand,  receive  and 
collect  said  net  proceeds, 

is  property  within  the  United  States 
owned  or  controlled  by,  payable  or  de¬ 
liverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of  or  on 
account  of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  is 
evidence  of  ownership  or  control  by,  the 
aforesaid  nationals  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Japan) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

4.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  person 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  and  the 
domiciliary  personal  representatives, 
heirs-at-law,  next-of-kin,  legatees  and 
distributees,  names  unknown,  of  Chi¬ 
haku  Katagiri,  also  known  as  Chihiro 
Katagiri,  deceased,  are  not  within  a  des¬ 
ignated  enemy  country,  the  national  in¬ 
terest  of  the  United  States  requires  that 
such  persons  be  treated  as  nationals  of 
a  designated  enemy  country  (Japan) . 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national  inter¬ 
est, 

.  There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall 
have  the  meanings  prescribed  in  section 
10  of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C„  on 
January  4,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1611;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 
8:59  a.  m.] 


[Vesting  Order  16916] 

Tadao  and  Kamejiu  Kunitomo 

In  re :  Rights  of  Tadao  Kunitomo  and 
Kamejiu  Kunitomo  under  insurance 
contract.  File  No.  F-39-6034-H-1. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended,  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 

1.  That  Tadao  Kunitomo  and  Kamejiu 
Kunitomo,  whose  last  known  address  is 
Japan,  are  residents  of  Japan  and  na¬ 
tionals  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Japan) ; 

2.  That  the  net  proceeds  due  or  to 
become  due  under  a  contract  of  insur¬ 
ance  evidenced  by  policy  No.  7947356, 
issued  by  the  New  York  Life  Insurance 
Company,  New  York,  New  York,  to  Ta¬ 
dao  Kunitomo,  together  with  the  right 
to  demand,  receive  and  collect  said  net 
proceeds,  is  property  within  the  United 
States  owned  or  controlled  by,  payable 
or  deliverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of,  or 
on  account  of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  is 
evidence  of  ownership  or  control  by, 
Tadao  Kunitomo  or  Kamejiu  Kunitomo, 
the  aforesaid  nationals  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Japan) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  persons 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  are  not 
within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States 
requires  that  such  persons  be  treated  as 
nationals  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Japan). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national 
interest, 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and 
for  the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall  have 
the  meanings  prescribed  in  section  10  of 
Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
January  4,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1612;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

8:59  a.  m.] 


[Vesting  Order  16919] 

Kimi  Nazaki 

In  re:  Rights  of  Kimi  Nazaki  under 
insurance  contract.  File  No.  F-39-86- 
H-l. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended.  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found! 

1.  That  Kimi  Nazaki,  whose  last 
known  address  is  Japan,  is  a  resident  of 
Japan  and  a  national  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Japan) ; 

2.  That  the  net  proceeds  due  or  to  be->. 
come  due  under  a  contract  of  insurance 
evidenced  by  policy  No.  4,415,878,  issued 
by  the  New  York  Life  Insurance  Corn- 
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pany,  New  York,  New  York,  to  Sueo 
Nazaki,  together  with  the  right  to  de¬ 
mand,  receive  and  collect  said  net 
proceeds, 

is  property  within  the  United  States 
owned  or  controlled  by,  payable  or  de¬ 
liverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of,  or  on 
account  of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  is  evi¬ 
dence  of  ownership  or  control  by,  the 
aforesaid  national  of  a  designated  enemy 
country  (Japan) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  recommended: 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  person 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  is  not 
ivithin  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States 
requires  that  such  person  be  treated  as 
a  national  of  a  designated  enemy  coun¬ 
try  (Japan). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate  con¬ 
sultation  and  certification,  having  been 
made  and  taken,  and,  it  being  deemed 
necessary  in  the  national  interest, 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and 
for  the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall 
have  the  meanings  prescribed  in  section 
10  of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
January  4,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General. 

Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1613;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

8:59  a.  m.] 


[Vesting  Order  16922] 

Kwanji  and  Hisayo  Senco 

In  re:  Rights  of  Kwanji  Senoo  and 
Hisayo  Senoo  under  an  insurance  con¬ 
tract.  File  No.  F-39-4498-H-1. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended.  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found : 

1.  That  Kwanji  Senoo  and  Hisayo 
Senoo,  whose  last  known  address  is 
Japan,  are  residents  of  Japan  and  na¬ 
tionals  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Japan) ; 

2.  That  the  net  proceeds  due  or  to 
become  due  under  a  contract  of  insur¬ 
ance  evidenced  by  Policy  No.  6.872,544 
issued  by  the  New  York  Life  Insurance 
Company,  New  Yoi*k,  New  York,  to 
Kwanji  Senoo,  together  with  the  right 
to  demand,  receive  and  collect  said  net 
proceeds,  is  property  within  the  United 
States  owned  or  controlled  by,  payable 
or  deliverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of  or  on 
account  of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  is  evi¬ 
dence  of  ownership  or  control  by  Kwanji 
Senoo  or  Hisayo  Senoo,  the  aforesaid 
nationals  of  a  designated  enemy  coun¬ 
try  (Japan) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined : 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  persons 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  are  not 
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within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States  re¬ 
quires  that  such  persons  be  treated  as 
nationals  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Japan). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national  inter¬ 
est, 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall 
have  the  meanings  prescribed  in  section 
10  of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
January  4,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1614;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

8:59  a.  m.) 


(  Vesting  Order  16924] 

Kuniyoshi  and  Shosayemon  Shinden 

In  re:  Rights  of  Kuniyoshi  Shinden 
and  Shosayemon  Shinden  under  an  in¬ 
surance  contract.  File  No.  F-39-4496- 
H-l. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended,  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to 
law,  after  investigation,  it  is  hereby 
found: 

1.  That  Kuniyoshi  Shinden  and  Sho¬ 
sayemon  Shinden,  whose  last  known  ad¬ 
dress  is  Japan,  are  residents  of  Japan 
and  nationals  of  a  designated  enemy 
country  (Japan) ; 

2.  That  the  net  proceeds  due  or  to 
become  due  under  a  contract  of  insur¬ 
ance  evidenced  by  Policy  No.  7,651,692 
issued  by  the  New  York  Life  Insurance 
Company,  New  York,  New  York,  to  Kuni¬ 
yoshi  Shinden,  together  with  the  right 
to  demand,  receive  and  collect  said  net 
proceeds,  is  property  within  the  United 
States  owned  or  controlled  by,  payable 
or  deliverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of  or 
on  account  of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  is 
evidence  of  ownership  or  control  by 
Kuniyoshi  Shinden  or  Shosayemon  Shin¬ 
den,  the  aforesaid  nationals  of  a  desig¬ 
nated  enemy  country  (Japan) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  persons 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  are  not 
within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States 
requires  that  such  persons  be  treated  as 
nationals  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Japan). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate  con¬ 
sultation  and  certification,  having  been 
made  and  taken,  and,  it  being  deemed 
necessary  in  the  national  interest, 


There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used,  ad¬ 
ministered,  liquidated,  sold  or  otherwise 
dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for  the 
benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  "national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall 
have  the  meanings  prescribed  in  section 
10  of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
January  4,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 

Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1615;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

8:59  a.  m.J 


[Vesting  Order  16925] 

Kane  me  Tanimtjra 

In  re:  Rights  of  Kaneme  Tanimura 
under  insurance  contract.  File  No.  F- 
39-5947-H-l. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act^as  amended,  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 

1.  That  Kaneme  Tanimura,  whose  last 
known  address  is  Japan,  is  a  resident  of 
Japan  and  a  national  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Japan) ; 

2.  That  the  net  proceeds  due  or  to 
become  due  under  a  contract  of  insur¬ 
ance  evidenced  by  policy  No.  394575, 
issued  by  the  Manufacturers  Life  Insur¬ 
ance  Company,  Toronto,  Canada,  to 
Eisuke  Tanimura,  together  with  the 
right  to  demand,  receive  and  collect  said 
net  proceeds  (including  without  limita¬ 
tion  the  right  to  proceed  for  collection 
against  branch  offices  and  legal  reserves 
maintained  in  the  United  States), 

is  property  within  the  United  States 
owned  or  controlled  by,  payable  or  de¬ 
liverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of,  or  on 
account  of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  is  evi¬ 
dence  of  ownership  or  control  by,  the 
aforesaid  national  of  a  designated  enemy 
country  (Japan) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  person 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  is  not 
within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States 
requires  that  such  person  be  treated  as  a 
national  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Japan). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate  con¬ 
sultation  and  certification,  having  been 
made  and  taken,  and,  it  being  deemed 
necessary  in  the  national  interest, 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall  have 
the  meanings  prescribed  in  section  10  of 
Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 


Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
January  4,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1616;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 
8:59  a.  m.] 


[Vesting  Order  16927] 

Keichi  Toji 

In  re:  Rights  of  Keichi  Toji  under  in¬ 
surance  contract.  File  No.  F-39-5709- 
H-l. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended, 
Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to 
law,  after  investigation,  it  is  hereby 
found : 

1.  That  Keichi  Toji,  whose  last  known 
address  is  Japan,  is  a  resident  of  Japan 
and  a  national  of  a  designated  enemy 
country  (Japan) ; 

2.  That  the  net  proceeds  due  or  to 
become  due  to  Keichi  Toji  under  a  con¬ 
tract  of  insurance  evidenced  by  Policy 
No.  382,096  issued  by  the  Manufacturers 
Life  Insurance  Company,  Toronto,  Can¬ 
ada,  to  Keichi  Toji,  together  with  the 
right  to  demand,  receive  and  collect 
said  net  proceeds  (including  without 
limitation  the  right  to  proceed  for  col¬ 
lection  against  branch  offices  and  legal 
reserves  maintained  in  the  United 
States), 

is  property  within  the  United  States 
owned  or  controlled  by,  payable  or  de¬ 
liverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of  or  on 
account  of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  is 
evidence  of  ownership  or  control  by,  the 
aforesaid  national  of  a  designated  en¬ 
emy  country  (Japan) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  person 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  is  not 
within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States 
requires  that  such  person  be  treated  as  a 
national  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Japan). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national  inter¬ 
est. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall 
have  the  meanings  prescribed  in  section 
10  of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C„  on 
January  4,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1617;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

9;00  a.  m.] 
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[Vesting  Order  16928] 

Peter  John  Vietheer 

In  re:  Estate  of  Peter  John  Vietheer, 
deceased.  Pile  No.  D-28-12819;  E.  T. 
sec.  16989. 

Under  the  authority,  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended,  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 

1.  That  Mrs.  Paul  Cobobes,  Mrs.  Jo¬ 
hanna  Wolf,  Alma  Nagel  and  Katherine 
Lubkowitz,  whose  last  known  address  is 
Germany,  are  residents  of  Germany  and 
nationals  of  a  designated  enemy  coun¬ 
try  (Germany) ; 

2.  That  the  domiciliary  personal  rep¬ 
resentatives,  heirs,  next-of-kin,  legatees 
and  distributees,  names  unknown  of  Mrs. 
Louise  Stammer johan,  deceased,  and  of 
Hermann  Stammerjohan,  deceased,  who 
there  is  reasonable  cause  to  believe  are 
residents  of  Germany,  are  nationals  of  a 
designated  enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

3.  That  all  right,  title,  interest  and 
claim  of  any  kind  or  character  whatso¬ 
ever  of  the  persons  identified  in  sub- 
paragraphs  1  and  2  hereof,  and  each  of 
them,  in  and  to  the  Estate  of  Peter  John 
Vietheer,  deceased,  is  property  payable 
or  deliverable  to,  or  claimed  by,  the 
aforesaid  nationals  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

4.  That  such  property  is  in  the  process 
of  administration  by  Albert  H.  Vietheer, 
as  executor,  acting  under  the  judicial 
supervision  of  the  Superior  Court  of  the 
State  of  California,  County  of  San 
Francisco; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

5.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  persons 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  and  the 
domiciliary  personal  representatives, 
heirs,  next-of-kin,  legatees  and  distrib¬ 
utees,  names  unknown,  of  Mrs.  Louise 
Stammerjohan,  deceased,  and  of  Her¬ 
mann  Stammerjohan,  deceased,  are  not 
within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States 
requires  that  such  persons  be  treated  as 
nationals  of  a  designated  enemy  coun¬ 
try  (Germany). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national 
interest. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall 
have  the  meanings  prescribed  in  section 
10  of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
January  4,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

IF.  R.  Doc.  51-1618;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

9:00  a.  m.] 


[Vesting  Order  16958) 

Else  Gotz 

In  re:  Estate  of  Else  Gotz,  deceased. 
File  F-28-13617;  E.  T.  sec.  17081. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended.  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 

1.  That  Alfred  F.  Gotz,  whose  last 
known  address  is  Germany,  is  a  resident 
of  Germany  and  a  national  of  a  desig¬ 
nated  enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

2.  That  all  right,  title,  interest  and 
claim  of  any  kind  or  character  whatso¬ 
ever  of  the  person  identified  in  subpara¬ 
graph  1  hereof  in  and  to  the  estate  of 
Else  Gotz,  deceased,  is  property  payable 
or  deliverable  to,  or  claimed  by,  the 
aforesaid  national  of  a  designated  en¬ 
emy  country  (Germany) ; 

3.  That  such  property  is  in  the  process 
of  administration  by  Hyman  Wank,  as 
administrator,  acting  under  the  judicial 
supervision  of  the  Surrogate’s  Court, 
County  of  Kings,  New  York; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined : 

4.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  person 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  is  not 
within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States 
requires  that  such  person  be  treated  as  a 
national  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Germany). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national  inter¬ 
est. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall 
have  the  meanings  prescribed  in  section 
10  of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
January  8,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1620;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

9:00  a.  m.) 


[Vesting  Order  16953] 

Sarah  Von  Berenberg-Gossler  and  Bank 
of  New  York  and  Trust  Co. 

In  re:  Trust  agreement,  dated  Febru¬ 
ary  19,  1937,  by  and  between  Sarah  Von 
Berenberg-Gossler,  as  settlor,  and  Bank 
of  New  York  and  Trust  Company,  as 
trustee.  File  No.  F-28-3044;  E.  T.  sec. 
6407. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended,  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 


1.  That  Sarah  Von  Berenberg-Gossler, 
also  known  as  Sarah  D.  Berenberg- 
Gossler,  Francis  Moran  Brambeer,  Jr., 
and  Ada  Ursula  Fechner,  nee  Brambeer, 
whose  last  known  address  is  Germany, 
are  residents  of  Germany  and  nationals 
of  a  designated  enemy  country  (Ger¬ 
many)  ; 

2.  That  the  issue,  names  unknown,  of 
Francis  Moran  Brambeer,  Jr.,  and  the 
issue,  names  unknown,  of  Ada  Ursula 
Fechner,  nee  Brambeer,  who  there  is 
reasonable  cause  to  believe  are  residents 
of  Germany,  are  nationals  of  a  desig¬ 
nated  enemy  country  (Germany); 

3.  That  all  right,  title,  interest  and 
claim  of  any  kind  or  character  whatso¬ 
ever  of  the  persons  identified  in  subpara¬ 
graphs  1  and  2  hereof,  and  each  of  them, 
in  and  to  or  arising  out  of  or  under  a 
trust  agreement  between  Sarah  Von 
Berenberg-Gossler,  as  settlor,  and  the 
Bank  of  New  York  and  Trust  Company, 
as  trustee,  dated  February  19.  1937,  now 
being  administered  by  the  Bank  of  New 
York  and  Fifth  Avenue  Bank,  New  York, 
New  York,  as  trustee, 

is  property  within  the  United  States 
owned  or  controlled  by,  payable  or  de¬ 
liverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of,  or  on 
account  of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  is 
evidence  of  ownership  or  control  by,  the 
aforesaid  nationals  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

4.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  persons 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  and  the 
issue,  names  unknown,  of  Francis  Moran 
Brambeer,  Jr.,  and  of  Ada  Ursula  Fech¬ 
ner,  nee  Brambeer,  are  not  within  a  des¬ 
ignated  enemy  country,  the  national 
interest  of  the  United  States  requires 
that  such  persons  be  treated  as  nationals 
of  a  designated  enemy  country  (Ger¬ 
many)  . 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate  con¬ 
sultation  and  certification,  having  been 
made  and  taken,  and,  it  being  deemed 
necessary  in  the  national  interest. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall  have 
the  meanings  prescribed  in  section  10 
*  of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
January  8,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal!  Harold  I.  Baynton. 

Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1619;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

9:00  a.  m.] 


[Vesting  Order  16959] 

Gabriela  Gramenz 

In  re:  Estate  of  Gabriela  Gramenz, 
also  known  as  Elly  Gramenz,  deceased. 
File  F-28-9397  and  C-l. 


968 


NOTICES 


Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended.  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to 
law,  after  investigation,  it  is  hereby 
found: 

1.  That  Ruth  Bruegmann,  nee  Frase, 
Willy  Gramenz,  Elisabeth  Kreyser,  nee 
Frase,  Clara  Marschall  and  Klara  Mar- 
schall,  whose  last  known  address  is  Ger¬ 
many,  are  residents  of  Germany  and 
nationals  of  a  designated  enemy  coun¬ 
try  (Germany); 

2.  That  the  domiciliary  personal  rep¬ 
resentatives,  heirs  at  law’,  next  of  kin, 
legatees  and  distributees,  names  un¬ 
known,  of  Georg  Marschall,  deceased, 
and  of  Hermann  Marschall,  deceased, 
who  there  is  reasonable  cause  to  believe 
are  residents  of  Germany,  are  nationals 
of  a  designated  enemy  country  (Ger¬ 
many  ) ; 

3.  That  all  right,  title,  interest  and 
claim  of  any  kind  or  character  whatso¬ 
ever  of  the  persons  named  in  subpara¬ 
graphs  1  and  2  hereof  in  and  to  the  sum 
of  $16,069.97,  paid  to  the  County  Auditor 
of  San  Diego  County,  San  Diego,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  pursuant  to  an  order  of  the  Su¬ 
perior  Court  of  the  State  of  California 
in  and  for  the  County  of  San  Diego, 
dated  April  11,  1941,  in  the  Matter  of 
the  Estate  of  Gabriela  Gramenz,  also 
known  as  Elly  Gramenz,  deceased,  and 
any  and  all  additions  thereto, 

is  property  within  the  United  States, 
owned  or  controlled  by,  payable  or  de¬ 
liverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of  or  on 
account  of,  or  owring  to,  or  which  there  is 
evidence  of  ownership  or  control  by  the 
aforesaid  nationals  of  a  designated  en¬ 
emy  country  (Germany) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

4.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  persons 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  and  the 
domiciliary  personal  representatives, 
heirs  at  law,  next  of  kin,  legatees  and  dis¬ 
tributees.  names  unknow’n,  of  Georg 
Marschall  and  of  Hermann  Marschall, 
both  deceased,  are  not  w'ithin  a  desig¬ 
nated  enemy  country,  the  national  in¬ 
terest  of  the  United  States  requires  that 
such  persons  be  treated  as  nationals  of 
a  designated  enemy  country  (Germany). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national  inter¬ 
est.  • 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  "designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall 
have  the  meanings  prescribed  in  section 
10  of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D,  Cf„  on 
January  8,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal!  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property, 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1621;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951J 
9:00  a.  m  ] 


(Vesting  Order  169661 
Katharina  Ortlepp 

In  re;  Estate  of  Katharina  Ortlepp,  de¬ 
ceased.  D-28-12934. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended,  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 

1.  That  Marie  Kumpf,  whose  last 
known  address  is  Germany,  is  a  resident 
of  Germany  and  a  national  of  a  desig¬ 
nated  enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

2.  That  all  right,  title,  interest  and 
claim  of  any  kind  or  character  whatso¬ 
ever  of  the  person  named  in  subpara¬ 
graph  1  hereof,  in  and  to  the  estate 
of  Katharina  Ortlepp,  deceased,  is  prop¬ 
erty  payable  or  deliverable  to,  or  claimed 
by,  the  aforesaid  national  of  a  desig¬ 
nated  enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

3.  That  such  property  is  in  the  proc¬ 
ess  of  administration  by  Ernest  Ortlepp, 
as  executor,  acting  under  the  judicial 
supervision  of  the  Surrogate’s  Court, 
Erie  County,  Buffalo,  New  York; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

4.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  person 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  is  not 
within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States 
requires  that  such  person  be  treated  as 
a  national  of  a  designated  enemy  coun¬ 
try  (Germany). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national  inter¬ 
est. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall 
have  the  meanings  prescribed  in  section 
10  of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
January  8,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal!  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

IF.  R.  Doc.  51-1622;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

9:01  a.  m.] 


(Vesting  Order  16971] 

Isamu  Yamaguchi  et  al. 

In  re:  Rights  of  Isamu  Yamaguchi  et 
al.,  under  contract  of  insurance.  File 
No.  F-39-4558-H-1. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended,  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  lawr, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 

1.  That  Isamu  Yamaguchi  and  Katsui- 
Chi  Yamaguchi.  whose  last  known  ad¬ 
dress  is  Japan,  are  residents  of  Japan 
and  nationals  of  a  designated  enemy 
country  (Japan); 


2.  That  the  net  proceeds  due  or  to  be¬ 
come  due  under  a  contract  of  insurance 
evidenced  by  Policy  No.  8,468,778,  issued 
by  the  New  York  Life  Insurance  Com¬ 
pany,  New  York,  New  York,  to  Isamu 
Yamaguchi,  together  with  the  right  to 
demand,  receive  and  collect  said  net 
proceeds,  is  property  W’ithin  the  United 
States,  owned  or  controlled  by,  payable 
or  deliverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of  or 
on  account  of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  is 
evidence  of  ownership  or  control  by, 
Isamu  Yamaguchi  or  Katsuichi  Yama¬ 
guchi,  the  aforesaid  nationals  of  a  desig¬ 
nated  enemy  country  (Japan). 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  persons 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  are  not 
within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States 
requires  that  such  persons  be  treated  as 
nationals  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Japan). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national 
interest. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall  have 
the  meanings  prescribed  in  section  10  of 
Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
January  8,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

I  seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

IF.  R.  Doc.  51-1623;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

9:01  a.  m.] 


(Vesting  Order  16989] 

Lorenz  Durler 

In  re:  Estate  of  Lorenz  Durler,  de¬ 
ceased.  File  D-28-12905. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended.  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to 
law,  after  investigation,  it  is  hereby 
found: 

1.  That  Berta  Durlef  Herrman  who  on 
or  since  the  effective  date  of  Executive 
Order  8389,  as  amended,  and  on  or  since 
December  11,  1941,  has  been  a  resident 
of  Germany,  is  a  national  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

2.  That  Anna  Durler  Glatz,  Luise 
Durler  Sibald,  Emma  Durler  Griephaber, 
Marie  Durler  Kaffer,  Friederich  P. 
Durler,  Klara  Durler,  and  Maria  Erika 
Durler,  whose  last  known  address  is 
Germany,  are  residents  of  Germany  and 
nationals  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Germany) ; 

3.  That  all  right,  title,  Interest  and 
claim  of  any  kind  or  character  whatso¬ 
ever  of  the  persons  named  in  subpara¬ 
graphs  1  and  2  hereof  in  and  to  the  sum 
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of  $4,247.35,  paid  to  the  State  Controller 
for  the  State  of  California,  Sacramento, 
California,  on  October  3,  1944,  pursuant 
to  an  order  of  the  Superior  Court  of  the 
State  of  California  in  and  for  the  County 
of  Yolo,  California,  in  the  Matter  of  the 
Estate  of  Lorenz  Durler,  deceased,  and 
any  and  all  additions  thereto, 

is  property  within  the  United  States, 
owned  or  controlled  by,  payable  or  de¬ 
liverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of  or  an  ac¬ 
count  of  or  owing  to,  or  which  there  is 
evidence  of  ownership  or  control  by  the 
aforesaid  nationals  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

4.  That  the  national  interest  of  the 
United  States  requires  that  the  said 
Berta  Durler  Herrman  be  treated  as  a 
national  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Germany) ; 

5.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  persons 
named  in  subparagraph  2  hereof  are  not 
within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States 
requires  that  such  persons  be  treated  as 
nationals  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Germany). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate  con¬ 
sultation  and  certification,  having  been 
made  and  taken,  and,  it  being  deemed 
necessary  in  the  national  interest. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall  have 
the  meanings  prescribed  in  section  10  of 
Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
January  11,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

|F.  R.  Doc.  51-1624;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

9:01  a.  m.] 


[Vesting  Order  16992] 

Amanda  Koopmann  et  al. 

In  re:  Rights  of  Amanda  Koopmann 
et  al„  under  insurance  contract.  File 
No.  F-28-31108-H-1. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended,  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to 
law,  after  investigation,  it  is  hereby 
found: 

1.  That  Amanda  Koopmann,  whose 
last  known  address  is  Germany,  is  a 
resident  of  Germany  and  a  national  of 
a  designated  enemy  country  (Germany)  { 

2.  That  the  domiciliary  personal  rep¬ 
resentatives,  heirs,  next  of  kin,  legatees 
and  distributees,  names  unknown,  of 
Amanda  Koopmann,  who  there  is  rea¬ 
sonable  cause  to  believe  are  residents  of 
Germany,  are  nationals  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

3.  That  the  net  proceeds  due  or  to 
become  due  under  a  contract  of  insur- 
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ance  evidenced  by  policy  No.  91,952,768, 
issued  by  the  Metropolitan  Life  Insur¬ 
ance  Company,  New  York,  New  York,  to 
Amanda  Koopmann,  together  with  the 
right  to  demand,  receive  and  collect  said 
net  proceeds,  is  property  within  the 
United  States  owned  or  controlled  by, 
payable  or  deliverable  to,  held  on  behalf 
of,  or  on  account  of,  or  owing  to,  or 
which  is  evidence  of  ownership  or  con¬ 
trol  by,  Amanda  Koopmann  or  the  domi¬ 
ciliary  personal  representatives,  heirs, 
next  of  kin,  legatees  and  distributees, 
names  unknown,  of  Amanda  Koopmann, 
the  aforesaid  nationals  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

4.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  person 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof,  and  the 
domiciliary  personal  representatives, 
heirs,  next  of  kin,  legatees  and  distribu¬ 
tees,  names  unknown,  of  Amanda  Koop¬ 
mann,  are  not  within  a  designated  enemy 
country,  the  national  interest  of  the 
United  States  requires  that  such  persons 
be  treated  as  nationals  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Germany). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate  con¬ 
sultation  and  certification,  having  been 
made  and  taken,  and,  it  being  deemed 
necessary  in  the  national  interest, 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefic  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall  have 
the  meanings  prescribed  in  section  10  of 
Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
January  11,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  '  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistayit  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1626;  Filed.  Jan.  31,  1951; 

9:01  a.  m.] 


[Vesting  Order  16993] 

Franz  Mahn^t,  et  al. 

In  re:  Rights  of  the  domiciliary  per¬ 
sonal  representatives  et  al.,  names  un¬ 
known,  of  Franz  Mahnert,  deceased, 
under  Pension  Plan.  File  No.  F-28- 
22656-H-l. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended. 
Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to 
law,  after  investigation,  it  is  hereby 
found : 

1.  That  the  domiciliary  personal  rep¬ 
resentatives,  heirs,  next  of  kin,  legatees 
and  distributees,  names  unknown,  of 
Franz  Mahnert,  deceased,  who  there  is 
reasonable  cause  to  believe  are  residents 
of  Germany  are  nationals  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

2.  That  the  property  described  as 
follows: 

(a)  That  certain  debt  or  other  obliga¬ 
tion  of  the  New  York  Life  Insurance 
Company,  51  Madison  Avenue,  New  York, 


New  York,  arising  by  reason  of  an  allow¬ 
ance  to  Franz  Mahnert  while  on  the  Re¬ 
serve  Force  of  the  said  New  York  Life 
Insurance  Company,  and  any  and  all 
rights  to  demand,  enforce  and  collect  the 
same,  and 

(b)  That  certain  debt  or  other  obliga¬ 
tion  of  the  New  York  Life  Insurance 
Company,  51  Madison  Avenue,  New 
York,  New  York,  arising  by  reason  of  the 
appointment  of  Franz  Mahnert  as  Legal 
Representative  and  as  Attorney  in  Fact 
in  Germany  for  the  said  New  York  Life 
Insurance  Company,  and  any  and  all 
rights  to  demand,  enforce  and  collect  the 
same, 

is  property  within  the  United  States 
owned  or  controlled  by,  payable  or  de¬ 
liverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of  or  on 
account  of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  is 
evidence  of  ownership  or  control  by,  the 
aforesaid  nationals  of  a  designated  en¬ 
emy  country  (Germany) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  domi¬ 
ciliary  personal  representatives,  heirs, 
next  of  kin,  legatees  and  distributees, 
names  unknown,  of  Franz  Mahnert,  de¬ 
ceased,  are  not  within  a  designated 
enemy  country,  the  national  interest  of 
the  United  States  requires  that  such  per¬ 
sons  be  treated  as  nationals  of  a  desig¬ 
nated  enemy  country  (Germany). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national  in¬ 
terest. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  writh  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall 
have  the  meanings  prescribed  in  section 
10  of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
January  11,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
f  Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1627;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

9:01  a.  m.] 


[Vesting  Order  16991] 

Joseph  L.  Koenig  et  al. 

In  re:  Rights  of  Joseph  L.  Koenig  et 
al.  under  insurance  contract.  File  No. 
F-28-8756-H-1. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended.  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 

1.  That  Joseph  L.  Koenig,  also  known 
as  Joseph  Lorene  Koenig  and  Rosa  L. 
Koenig,  whose  last  known  address  is 
Germany,  are  residents  of  Germany  and 
nationals  of  a  designated  enemy  coun¬ 
try  (Germany) ; 

2.  That  the  domiciliary  personal  rep¬ 
resentatives,  heirs,  next  of  kin,  legatees 
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and  distributees,  names  unknown,  of 
Joseph  L.  Koenig,  also  known  as  Joseph 
Lorene  Koenig,  who  there  is  reasonable 
cause  to  believe  are  residents  of  Ger¬ 
many,  are  nationals  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Germany); 

3.  That  the  net  proceeds  due  or  to 
become  due  under  contracts  of  insurance 
evidenced  by  policies  numbered  3414657, 
3439666  and  3514328,  issued  by  The 
Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  of  New 
York,  New  York,  New  York,  to  Joseph 
L.  Koenig,  also  known  as  Joseph  Lorene 
Koenig,  and  any  and  all  other  benefits 
and  rights  of  any  kind  or  character 
whatsoever  under  or  arising  out  of  said 
contracts  of  insurance  except  those  of 
the  aforesaid  The  Mutual  Life  Insurance 
Company  of  New  York,  together  with 
the  right  to  demand,  enforce,  receive 
and  collect  the  same  and  any  and  all 
rights  of  the  insured  in  and  to,  under 
or  arising  out  of  any  other  contracts  or 
instruments  by  and  between  Joseph  L. 
Koenig,  also  known  as  Joseph  Lorene 
Koenig,  and  The  Mutual  Life  Insurance 
Company  of  New  York,  to  settle  or 
liquidate  the  liability  of  the  said  in¬ 
surer  under  said  contracts  of  insurance, 
is  property  within  the  United  States 
owned  or  controlled  by,  payable  or  de¬ 
liverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of  or  on 
account  of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  is  evi¬ 
dence  of  ownership  or  control  by,  Joseph 
L.  Koenig,  also  known  as  Joseph  Lorene 
Koenig,  or  Rosa  L.  Koenig,  or  the  domi¬ 
ciliary  personal  representatives,  heirs, 
next  of  kin,  legatees  and  distributees, 
names  unknown,  of  Joseph  L.  Koenig, 
also  known  as  Joseph  Lorene  Koenig, 
the  aforesaid  nationals  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Germany); 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

4.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  persons 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  and  the 
domiciliary  personal  representatives, 
heirs,  next  of  kin,  legatees  and  dis¬ 
tributees,  names  unknown,  of  Joseph  L. 
Koenig,  also  known  as  Joseph  Lorene 
Koenig,  are  not  within  a  designated 
enemy  country,  the  national  interest  of 
the  United  States  requires  that  such  per¬ 
sons  be  treated  as  nationals  of  a  desig¬ 
nated  enemy  country  (Germany). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quited  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national  inter¬ 
est,  * 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall 
have  the  meanings  prescribed  in  section 
10  of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
January  11,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

(P.  R.  Doc.  51-1625;  Filed,  Jan.  81,  1951J 
9:01  a.  m.] 


[Vesting  Order  16996] 

Mrs.  Masaji  Yanagimura 

In  re:  Rights  of  Mrs.  Masaji  Yanagi¬ 
mura  also  known  as  Mrs.  Masaji  Yana- 
mura  et  al.,  under  insurance  contract. 
File  No.  F-39-4569-H-1. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended,  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 

1.  That  Mrs.  Masaji  Yanagimura  also 
known  as  Mrs.  Masaji  Yanamura  and 
Torahiko  Yanamura,  whose  last  known 
address  is  Japan,  are  residents  of  Japan 
and  nationals  of  a  designated  enemy 
country  (Japan); 

2.  That  the  net  proceeds  due  or  to  be¬ 
come  due  under  a  contract  of  insurance 
evidenced  by  Policy  No.  7716493  issued  by 
the  New  York  Life  Insurance  Company, 
New  York,  New  York,  to  Mrs.  Masaji  Ya¬ 
nagimura,  also  known  as  Mrs.  Masaji 
Yanamura,  together  with  the  right  to 
demand,  receive  and  collect  said  net  pro¬ 
ceeds,  is  property  within  the  United 
States  owned  or  controlled  by.  payable  or 
deliverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of  or  on 
account  of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  is  evi¬ 
dence  of  ownership  or  control  by  Mrs. 
Masaji  Yanagimura  also  known  as  Mrs. 
Masaji  Yanamura  or  Torahiko  Yana¬ 
mura,  the  aforesaid  nationals  of  a  des¬ 
ignated  enemy  country  (Japan), 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  persons 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  are  not 
within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States 
requires  that  such  persons  be  treated  as 
nationals  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Japan). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national  in¬ 
terest. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  a^ised  herein  shall  have 
the  meanings  prescribed  in  section  10  of 
Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
January  11,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  51-1628;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951J 
9:02  a.  m.J 


[Vesting  Order  17018] 

Ida  Belle  Smiley 

In  re:  Stock  owned  by  Ida  Belle 
Smiley,  also  known  as  Ida  B.  Smiley. 
F-28-23611-D-1;  D-2. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended,  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Exec¬ 


utive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 

1.  That  Ida  Belle  Smiley,  also  known 
as  Ida  B.  Smiley,  whose  last  known  ad¬ 
dress  is  c/o  Mrs.  Ida  B.  Von  Buelow,  c/o 
Dr.  Deche  Cornell,  Klerst  Str.  24,  Berlin 
W-62,  Germany,  is  a  resident  of  Ger¬ 
many  and  a  national  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

2.  That  the  property  described  as 
follows: 

a.  Eight  shares  of  no  par  value  com¬ 
mon  stock  of  Purity  Bakeries  Corpora¬ 
tion,  919  North  Michigan  Street,  Chi¬ 
cago  11,  Illinois,  evidenced  by  Certificate 
Number  028950,  registered  in  the  name 
of  Ida  Belle  Smiley,  together  with  all 
declared  and  unpaid  dividends  thereon, 

b.  All  rights  and  interests  evidenced 
or  represented  by  American  Depositary 
Receipts  issued  by  Guaranty  Trust  Com¬ 
pany  of  New  York,  140  Broadway,  New 
York,  New  York,  for  seventy-two  (72) 
shares  of  one  (£1)  pound  par  value  Or¬ 
dinary  Registered  Capital  Stock  of  Ford 
Motor  Company,  Limited,  London.  Eng¬ 
land,  numbered  OF111904  and  OF171481, 
registered  in  the  name  of  Ida  B.  Smiley, 
together  with  all  declared  and  unpaid 
dividends  thereon, 

is  property  within  the  United  States 
owned  or  controlled  by,  payable  or  de¬ 
liverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of,  or  on 
account  of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  is  evi- 
evidence  of  ownership  or  control  by,  the 
aforesaid  national,  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  person 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  is  not 
within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States 
requires  that  such  person  be  treated  as 
a  national  of  a  designated  enemy  coun¬ 
try  (Germany). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate  con¬ 
sultation  and  certification,  having  been 
made  and  taken,  and,  it  being  deemed 
necessary  in  the  national  interest, 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall  have 
the  meanings  prescribed  in  section  10  of 
Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
January  11,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  61-1629;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

9:02  a.  m.] 


[Vesting  Order  17031] 

Konrad  Von  Ilberg  and  Chase  National 
Bank  of  the  City  of  New  York 

In  re:  Trust  agreement  dated  January 
80,  1930,  between  Konrad  Von  Ilberg, 
grantor,  and  The  Chase  National  Bank 
of  the  City  of  New  York,  trustee,  as 
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amended  October  30,  1934.  File  F-28- 
149-G-l. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended,  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 

1.  That  Konrad  Von  Ilberg  and  Irm- 
gard  Von  Ilberg,  whose  last  known  ad¬ 
dress  is  Germany,  are  residents  of 
Germany  and  nationals  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

2.  That  the  issue,  names  unknown,  of 
Konrad  Von  Ilberg  and  the  heirs,  names 
unknown,  of  Konrad  Von  Ilberg,  who 
there  is  reasonable  cause  to  believe  are 
residents  of  Germany,  are  nationals  of  a 
designated  enemy  country  (Germany); 

3.  That  all  right,  title,  interest  and 
claim  of  any  kind  or  character  whatso¬ 
ever  of  the  persons  identified  in  subpara¬ 
graphs  1  and  2  hereof,  and  each  of  them, 
in  and  to  and  arising  out  of  or  under  that 
certain  trust  agreement  dated  January 
30,  1930,  by  and  between  Konrad  Von 
Ilberg,  donor,  and  The  Chase  National 
Bank  of  the  City  of  New  York,  trustee, 
as  amended  October  30,  1934,  including 
particularly  but  not  limited  to  the  rights 
of  Konrad  Von  Ilberg  to  revoke  or  modify 
the  said  trust  agreement  and  to  with¬ 
draw  insurance  policy  No.  477162  issued 
by  The  Guardian  Life  Insurance  Com¬ 
pany  of  America  from  the  trust,  pres¬ 
ently  being  administered  by  The  Chase 
National  Bank  of  the  City  of  New  York, 
as  trustee.  11  Broad  Street,  New  York  15, 
New  York, 

is  property  within  the  United  States 
owned  or  controlled  by,  payable  or  de¬ 
liverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of  or  on 
account  of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  is  evi¬ 
dence  of  ownership  or  control  by,  the 
aforesaid  nationals  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Germany); 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

4.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  persons 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  and  the 
issue,  names  unknown,  of  Konrad  Von 
Ilberg  and  the  heirs,  names  unknown,  of 
Konrad  Von  Ilberg,  are  not  within  a 
designated  enemy  country,  the  national 
interest  of  the  United  States  requires 
that  such  persons  be  treated  as  nationals 
of  a  designated  enemy  country  (Ger¬ 
many). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate  con¬ 
sultation  and  certification,  having  been 
made  and  taken,  and,  it  being  deemed 
necessary  in  the  national  interest. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall  have 
the  meanings  prescribed  in  section  10  of 
Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
January  16,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1630;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

9:02  a.  m.] 


[Vesting  Order  17117] 

Lotte  Schneider 

In  re :  Stock  owned  by  and  debt  owing 
to  Lotte  Schneider.  F-28-31148. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended,  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 

1.  That  Lotte  Schneider,  whose  last 
know'n  address  is  Wiesen  a/Lieg,  Ger¬ 
many,  is  a  resident  of  Germany  and  a 
national  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Germany) ; 

2.  That  the  property  described  as 
follows : 

a.  Two  Hundred  (200)  shares  of  $6.00 
non-cumulative  preferred  no  par  value 
capital  stock  of  Great  Northern  Rail¬ 
way  Company,  a  corporation  organized 
under  the  law's  of  the  State  of  Minne¬ 
sota,  evidenced  by  certificates  numbered 
34650  and  34651,  each  for  100  shares, 
registered  in  the  name  of  L.  D.  Pickering 
&  Co.,  40  Wall  Street,  New  York,  New 
York,  and  presently  in  the  custody  of 
Bank  of  the  Manhattan  Company,  40 
Wall  Street,  New  York,  New  York,  in  a 
blocked  account  in  the  name  of  N.  V. 
Vidutrust  Maatschappij  voor  Beheer  en 
Belegging,  Amsterdam,  Holland,  together 
with  all  declared  and  unpaid  dividends 
thereon, 

b.  Two  Hundred  (200)  shares  of  $15.00 
par  value  common  capital  stock  of  Shell 
Oil  Company,  a  corporation  organized 
under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Delaware, 
evidenced  by  certificates  numbered  NY 
2907  and  NY  2908,  each  for  100  shares, 
registered  in  the  name  of  L.  D.  Picker¬ 
ing  &  Co.,  40  Wall  Street,  New  York, 
New  York,  and  presently  in  the  custody 
of  Bank  of  the  Manhattan  Company,  40 
Wall  Street,  New  York,  New  York,  in  a 
blocked  account  in  the  name  of  N.  V. 
Vidutrust  Maatschappij  voor  Beheer  en 
Belegging,  Amsterdam,  Holland,  to¬ 
gether  with  all  declared  and  unpaid  divi¬ 
dends  thereon,  and 

c.  That  certain  debt  or  other  c  'iga- 
tion  of  Bank  of  the  Manhattan  Com¬ 
pany,  40  Wall  Street,  New  York,  New 
York,  in  the  amount  of  $4,889.92,  as  of 
December  13,  1949,  representing  a  por¬ 
tion  of  a  blocked  account  in  the  name 
of  N.  V.  Vidutrust  Maatschappij  voor 
Beheer  en  Belegging,  Amsterdam,  Hol¬ 
land,  maintained  at  the  aforesaid  Bank 
of  the  Manhattan  Company,  together 
with  any  and  all  accruals  to  the  afore¬ 
said  debt  or  other  obligation,  and  any 
and  all  rights  to  demand,  enforce  and 
collect  the  same, 

is  property  within  the  United  States 
owned  or  controlled  by,  payable  or  de¬ 
liverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of  or  on 
account  of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  is  evi¬ 
dence  of  ownership  or  control  by,  Lotte 
Schneider,  the  aforesaid  national  of  a 
designated  enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined : 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  person 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  is  not 
within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States 
requires  that  such  person  be  treated  as 
a  national  of  a  designated  enemy  coun¬ 
try  (Germany). 


All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national  in¬ 
terest, 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall  have 
the  meanings  prescribed  in  section  10  of 
Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
January  17,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1633;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

9:02  a.  m.] 


[Vesting  Order  17039] 

Dr.  Walter  C.  Lenger  and  Marine 
Midland  Trust  Co. 

In  re:  Trust  agreement,  dated  June 
30,  1933,  between  Dr.  Walter  C.  Lenger, 
settlor,  and  Marine  Midland  Trust 
Company  of  Binghamton,  Broome 
County,  New  York,  trustee.  File  F-28- 
8013-H-l. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended,  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to 
law,  after  investigation,  it  is  hereby 
found : 

1.  That  Helen  C.  Lenger  nee  Punchera, 
w'hose  last  known  address  is  Germany, 
is  a  resident  of  Germany  and  a  national 
of  a  designated  enemy  country  (Ger¬ 
many)  ; 

2.  That  the  issue,  names  unknown,  of 
Walter  C.  Lenger  except  Anita  F.  V. 
Lenger,  a  resident  of  the  United  States, 
who  there  is  reasonable  cause  to  believe 
are  residents  of  Germany  are  nationals 
of  a  designated  enemy  country  (Ger¬ 
many)  ; 

3.  That  all  right,  title,  interest  and 
claim  of  any  kind  or  character  whatso¬ 
ever  of  the  persons  identified  in  sub- 
paragraphs  1  and  2  hereof  and  each  of 
them  except  Anita  F.  V.  Lenger,  a  res¬ 
ident  of  the  United  States,  in  and  to 
and  arising  out  of  or  under  that  certain 
trust  agreement,  dated  June  30,  1933, 
between  Dr.  Walter  C.  Lenger.  settlor, 
and  Marine  Midland  Trust  Company  of 
Binghamton,  Binghamton,  New  York, 
trustee,  presently  being  administered  by 
the  said  Marine  Midland  Trust  Company 
of  Binghamton,  as  trustee, 

is  property  within  the  United  States 
owned  or  controlled  by,  payable  or  de¬ 
liverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of  or  on 
account  of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  is  evi¬ 
dence  of  ownership  or  control  by  the 
aforesaid  nationals  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Germany); 

and  it  is  hereby  determined : 

4.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  person 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  and  the 


NOTICES 
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Issue,  names  unknown,  of  Walter  C. 
Lenger,  except  Anita  F.  V.  Lenger,  a  res¬ 
ident  of  the  United  States,  are  not  within 
a  designated  enemy  country,  the  na¬ 
tional  interest  of  the  United  States  re¬ 
quires  that  such  persons  be  treated  as 
nationals  of  a  designated  eneijiy  coun¬ 
try  (Germany). 

All  determinations  and  all  action 
required  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national  in¬ 
terest, 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benef  t  of  the  United  States, 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall 
have  the  meanings  prescribed  in  section 
10  of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
January  16,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  L  Baynton, 

Assistant  Attorney  General. 

Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 


national  interest  of  the  United  States 
requires  that  such  persons  be  treated  as 
nationals  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Germany). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national  inter¬ 
est, 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall 
have  the  meanings  prescribed  in  sec¬ 
tion  10  of  Executive  Order  9193,  as 
amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
January  16,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  51-1632;  FUed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

9:02  a.  m.j 


[F.  R.  Doc.  61-1631;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 
9:02  a.  m.J 


[Vesting  Order  17051  [ 

Johannes  Hermann  Curt  Rosahl  and 

National  Newark  and  Essex  Banking 

Co.  of  Newark 

In  re:  Trust  agreement  dated  July  16, 
1921,  between  Johannes  Hermann  Curt 
Rosahl  and  The  National  Newark  and 
Essex  Banking  Company  of  Newark. 
D-28-7631  and  0-1. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended.  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found; 

1.  That  Wanda  Rosahl  and  Marta 
Rosahl,  whose  last  known  address  is 
Germany,  are  residents  of  Germany  and 
nationals  of  a  designated  enemy  coun¬ 
try  (Germany); 

2.  That  all  right,  title,  interest  and 
claim  of  any  kind  or  character  whatso¬ 
ever  of  the  persons  named  in  subpara¬ 
graph  1  hereof  in  and  to  and  arising  out 
of  or  under  that  certain  trust  agree¬ 
ment  dated  July  16, 1921,  by  and  between 
Johannes  Hermann  Curt  Rosahl  and 
the  National  Newark  &  Essex  Banking 
Company  of  Newark,  presently  being  ad¬ 
ministered  by  the  National  Newark  & 
Essex  Banking  Company,  P.  O.  Box  569, 
Newark  1,  New  Jersey,  as  trustee, 

is  property  within  the  United  States 
owned  or  controlled  by,  payable  or  de¬ 
liverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of,  or  on 
account  of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  is  evi¬ 
dence  of  ownership  or  control  by  the 
aforesaid  nationals  of  a  designated  en¬ 
emy  country  (Germany) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  persons 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  are  not 
within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 


[Vesting  Order  17127 [ 
Westholsteinische  Bank  Altona 


is  property  within  the  United  States 
owned  or  controlled  by,  payable  or  de¬ 
liverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of  or  on 
account  of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  is  evi¬ 
dence  of  ownership  or  control  by  West¬ 


holsteinische  Bank  Altona,  the  aforesaid 
national  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Germany) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined : 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  person 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  is  not 
within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States 
requires  that  such  person  be  treated  as 
a  national  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Germany). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate  con¬ 
sultation  and  certification,  having  been 
made  and  taken,  and,  it  being  deemed 
necessary  in  the  national  interest. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used,  ad¬ 
ministered,  liquidated,  sold  or  otherwise 
dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for  the 
benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall 
have  the  meanings  prescribed  in  section 
10  of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D  C.,  on 
January  17,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[sealI  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General. 

Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1634;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

9:02  a.  m.] 


is  property  within  the  United  States 
owned  or  controlled  by,  payable  or  de¬ 
liverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of  or  on 
account  of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  is 
evidence  of  ownership  or  control  by,  Max 


In  re :  Stock  and  draft  account  owned 
by  Westholsteinische  Bank  Altona.  F- 
28-22163-A-l,  F-28-22163-L-2. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended.  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 

1.  That  Westholsteinische  Bank  Al¬ 
tona,  the  last  known  address  of  which 
is  Hamburg-Altona,  Germany  is  a  na¬ 
tional  of  Germany  and  a  national  of  a 
designated  enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

2.  That  the  property  described  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

a.  One  (1)  share  of  no  par  value  capi¬ 
tal  stock  of  Belldrey  Apartments  Corpo¬ 
ration,  evidenced  by  certificate  number 
99,  dated  July  15,  1936,  registered  in  the 
name  of  Fred  Tonissen,  which  certifi¬ 
cate  is  presently  in  the  custody  of  The 
Chase  National  Bank  cf  the  City  of  New 
York,  18  Pine  Street,  New  York,  New 
York,  in  a  General  Ruling  No.  6  account, 
entitled  Westholsteinische  Bank  Altona, 
Hamburg-Altona,  Germany  (FS86296- 
A),  together  with  all  declared  and  un¬ 
paid  dividends  thereon,  and 

b.  That  certain  debt  or  other  obliga¬ 
tion  owing  to  Westholsteinische  Bank 
Altona,  Hamburg-Altona,  Germany,  by 
Guaranty  Trust  Company  of  New  York, 
140  Broadway,  New  York,  New  York, 
arising  out  of  an  unpresented  foreign 
draft  account,  entitled  Westholsteinische 
Bank,  maintained  at  the  said  Guaranty 
Trust  Company  of  New  York,  and  any 
and  all  rights  to  demand,  enforce  and 
collect  the  same, 


[Vesting  Order  17133] 

Max  Foerster  Automobil  G.  M  B  H. 

ET  AL. 

In  re:  Debt  owing  to  Max  Foerster 
Automobil  G.  M.  B.  H.,  Maria  Foerster 
and  Richard  Reuter.  F-28-19569. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended.  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9193.  as  amended,  and  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9788.  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 

1.  That  Max  Foerster  Automobil 
G.  M.  B.  H.,  the  last  known  address  of 
which  is  Germany,  is  a  corporation,  or¬ 
ganized  under  the  laws  of  Germany,  and 
which  has  or,  since  the  effective  date  of 
Executive  Order  8389,  as  amended,  has 
had  its  principal  place  of  business  in 
Germany,  and  is  a  national  of  a  desig¬ 
nated  enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

2.  That  Maria  Foerster  and  Richard 
Reuter,  each  of  whose  last  known  ad¬ 
dress  is  Germany,  are  residents  of  Ger¬ 
many  and  nationals  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

3.  That  the  property  described  as  fol¬ 
lows:  That  certain  debt  or  other  obliga1 
tion  of  Chrysler  Corporation,  341 
Massachusetts  Avenue,  Detroit,  Michi¬ 
gan,  representing  an  account  carried  on 
the  books  of  said  Chrysler  Corporation, 
for  Max  Foerster  Automobil  G.  M.  B.  H., 
entitled  “accounts  receivable-cars”,  to¬ 
gether  with  any  and  all  accruals  thereto, 
and  any  and  all  rights  to  demand,  en¬ 
force  and  collect  the  same, 
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Foerster  Automobil  G.  M.  B.  H„  Maria 
Foerster  and  Richard  Reuter,  the  afore¬ 
said  nationals  of  a  designated  enemy 
country  (Germany) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined : 

4.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  persons 
named  in  subparagraphs  1  and  2  hereof 
are  not  within  a  designated  enemy  coun¬ 
try,  the  national  interest  of  the  United 
States  requires  that  such  persons  be 
treated  as  nationals  of  a  designated  en¬ 
emy  country  (Germany). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national  inter¬ 
est, 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  "designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall 
have  the  meanings  prescribed  in  section 
10  of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
January  19,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  61-1635;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

9:02  a.  m.) 


[Vesting  Order  17134] 

Guenther  Forstmann  et  al. 

In  re:  Bank  account  owned  by  personal 
representatives,  heirs,  next  of  kin,  lega¬ 
tees  and  distributees  of  Guenther  Forst¬ 
mann,  debased.  D-28-9340-A-1. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended,  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to 
law,  after  investigation,  it  is  hereby 
found : 

1.  That  the  personal  representatives, 
heirs,  next  of  kin,  legatees  and  distribu¬ 
tees  of  Guenther  Forstmann,  deceased, 
who  there  is  reasonable  cause  to  believe 
are  residents  of  Germany,  are  nationals 
of  a  designated  enemy  country  (Ger¬ 
many)  ; 

2.  That  the  property  described  as  fol¬ 
lows:  That  certain  debt  or  other  obliga¬ 
tion  of  the  Fidelity  Union  Trust  Com¬ 
pany,  755  Broad  Street,  Newark,  New 
Jersey,  arising  out  of  a  savings  account 
entitled.  Fidelity  Union  Trust  Company 
Agent  for  Guenther  Forstmann,  Konto 
2  for  Bruno  Forstmann,  maintained  at 
the  aforesaid  bank,  and  any  and  all 
rights  to  demand,  enforce  and  collect  the 
same, 

is  property  within  the  United  States 
owned  or  controlled  by,  payable  or  de¬ 
liverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of  or  on  ac¬ 
count  of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  is  evi¬ 
dence  of  ownership  or  control  by,  the 
personal  representatives,  heirs,  next  of 
kin,  legatees  and  distributees  of  Guen¬ 
ther  Forstmann,  deceased,  the  aforesaid 


national  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Germany) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  per¬ 
sonal  representatives,  heirs,  next  of  kin, 
legatees  and  distributees  of  Guenther 
Forstmann,  deceased  referred  to  in  sub- 
paragraph  1  hereof  are  not  within  a 
designated  enemy  country,  the  national 
interest  of  the  United  States  requires 
that  such  persons  be  treated  as  nationals 
of  a  designated  enemy  country  (Ger¬ 
many). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national  in¬ 
terest, 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attor¬ 
ney  General  of  the  United  States  the 
property  described  above,  to  be  held, 
used,  administered,  liquidated,  sold  or 
otherwise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of 
and  for  the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall 
have  the  meanings  prescribed  in  section 
10  of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
Jauary  19,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1636;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

9:02  a.  m  ] 


[Vesting  Order  17137 1 
Hedwig  Hanow 

In  re :  Bank  account  owned  by  Hedwig 
Hanow.  F-28-31121-E-1. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended.  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 

1.  That  Hedwig  Hanow,  whose  last 
known  address  is  48/49  Lutzow  Strasse, 
Berlin,  Germany,  is  a  resident  of  Ger¬ 
many  and  a  national  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

2.  That  the  property  described  as  fol¬ 
lows:  An  undivided  one  half  (Vi)  inter¬ 
est  in  that  certain  debt  or  other  obliga¬ 
tion  of  The  National  City  Bank  of  New 
York,  55  Wall  Street,  New  York,  New 
York,  arising  out  of  a  checking  account, 
entitled  Julius  Hanow,  Deceased,  main¬ 
tained  at  the  aforesaid  bank,  and  a,ny 
and  all  rights  to  demand,  enforce  and 
collect  the  same, 

is  property  within  the  United  States 
owned  or  controlled  by,  payable  or  de¬ 
liverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of  or  on 
account  of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  is  evi¬ 
dence  of  ownership  or  control  by  Hedwig 
Hanow,  the  aforesaid  national  of  a  desig¬ 
nated  enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  person 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  is  not 
within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States 
requires  that  such  person  be  treated  as 


a  national  of  a  designated  enemy  coun¬ 
try  (Germany). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national  inter¬ 
est. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  "national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall 
have  the  meanings  prescribed  in  section 
10  of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C„  on 
January  19,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1637;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

9:02  a.  m.J 


[Vesting  Order  17139] 

Ella  A.  Jurgens 

In  re:  Bank  account  owned  by  Ella  A. 
Jurgens.  F-28-31157. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended,  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 

1.  That  Ella  A.  Jurgens,  whose  last 
known  address  is  Nordseebad-Langeoog, 
Tongers-Familienhaus,  Baltenheim,  Ger¬ 
many,  is  a  resident  of  Germany  and  a 
national  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Germany) ; 

2.  That  the  property  described  as  fol¬ 
lows:  That  certain  debt  or  other  obliga¬ 
tion  owing  to  Ella  A.  Jurgens  by  Webster 
Five  Cents  Savings  Bank,  Webster, 
Massachusetts,  arising  out  of  a  Savings 
account,  entitled  Ella  A.  Jurgens,  and 
any  and  all  rights  to  demand,  enforce 
and  collect  the  same, 

is  property  within  the  United  States 
owned  or  controlled  by,  payable  or  de¬ 
liverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of  or  on 
account  of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  is  evi¬ 
dence  of  ownership  or  control  by,  the 
aforesaid  national  of  a  designated  enemy 
country  (Germany); 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  person 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  is  not 
within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States 
requires  that  such  person  be  treated  as 
a  national  of  a  designated  enemy  coun¬ 
try  (Germany). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national 
interest, 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attor¬ 
ney  General  of  the  United  States  the 
property  described  above,  to  be  held, 
used,  administered,  liquidated,  sold  or 
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otherwise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of 
and  for  the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  "national”  and  "designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall 
have  the  meanings  prescribed  in  section 
10  of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
January  19,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 
IF.  R.  Doc.  51-1638;  Filed,  Jan.  31.  1951; 

9:02  a.  m.] 


[Vesting  Order  17148] 

Hans  Bockemuhl 

In  re:  Rights  of  Hans  Bockemuhl  un¬ 
der  an  insurance  contract.  Pile  No.  F- 
28-30130-H-l. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended.  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Older  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 

1.  That  Hans  Bockemuhl,  whose  last 
known  address  is  Germany,  is  a  resident 
of  Germany  and  a  national  of  a  desig¬ 
nated  enemy  country  (Germany); 

2.  That  the  net  proceeds  due  or  to  be¬ 
come  due  to  Hans  Bockemuhl  under  a 
contract  of  insurance  evidenced  by 
Policy  No.  M  3483607  issued  by  The  Pru¬ 
dential  Insurance  Company  of  America, 
Newark,  New  Jersey,  to  Hans  Bocke¬ 
muhl,  and  any  and  all  other  benefits  and 
rights  of  any  kind  or  character  whatso¬ 
ever  under  or  arising  out  of  said  con¬ 
tract  of  insurance  except  those  of  Otto 
Bockemuhl  and  of  Meta  Bockemuhl, 
residents  of  the  United  States,  and  of 
the  aforesaid  The  Prudential  Insurance 
Company  of  America  together  with  the 
right  to  demand,  enforce,  receive  and 
collect  the  same  is  property  within  the 
United  States  owned  or  controlled  by, 
payable  or  deliverable  to,  held  on  behalf 
of,  or  on  account  of,  or  owing  to,  or 
which  is  evidence  of  ownership  or  con¬ 
trol  by  Hans  Bockemuhl,  the  aforesaid 
national  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Germany) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  person 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  is  not 
within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States  re¬ 
quires  that  such  person  be  treated  as  a 
national  of  a  designated  enemy  coun¬ 
try  (Germany). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national 
interest. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and 
for  the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  "national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall 
have  the  meanings  prescribed  in  section 
10  of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 


Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
January  19,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynt©n, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  61-1641;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 
9:03  a.  m.] 


[Vesting  Order  17140] 

ISHIMATSU  OKAMOTO 

In  re:  Debt  owing  to  Ishimatsu 
Okamoto.  F-39-150. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended,  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 

1.  That  Ishimatsu  Okamoto,  w'hose 
last  know'n  address  is  3,  Isobe-Dori  2 
Chome,  Kobe,  Japan,  is  a  resident  of 
Japan  and  a  national  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Japan) ; 

2.  That  the  property  described  as  fol¬ 
low's:  That  certain  debt  or  other  obliga¬ 
tion  of  Commercial  National  Bank  and 
Trust  Company  of  New  York,  46  Wall 
Street,  New'  York,  New  York,  in  the 
amount  of  $216.24,  representing  a  por¬ 
tion  of  funds  on  deposit  in  a  blocked 
account  entitled  Banque  Franco-Jap- 
onaise  S.  A.,  maintained  at  the  aforesaid 
Commercial  National  Bank  and  Trust 
Company  of  New  York,  and  any  and  all 
rights  to  demand,  enforce  and  collect 
the  same, 

is  property  within  the  United  States 
ow'ned  or  controlled  by,  payable  or  de¬ 
liverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of,  or  on 
account  of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  is  evi¬ 
dence  of  ownership  or  control  by,  the 
aforesaid  national  of  a  designated  enemy 
country  (Japan) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  per¬ 
son  named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof 
is  not  W'ithin  a  designated  enemy 
country,  the  national  interest  of  the 
United  States  requires  that  such  person 
be  treated  as  a  national  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Japan). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having- 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national  in¬ 
terest, 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and 
for  the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  "national”  and  ‘‘designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall  have 
the  meanings  prescribed  in  section  10  of 
Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
January  19,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1639;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

9:03  a.  m.] 


[Vesting  Order  17147] 

-  Maria  and  Fredrick  Beck 

In  re:  Rights  of  Maria  Beck  and 
Fredrick  Beck  under  insurance  contract. 
File  No.  F-28-31075-H-1. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended,  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 

1.  That  Maria  Beck  and  Fredrick 
Beck,  w'hose  last  known  address  is  Ger¬ 
many,  are  residents  of  Germany  and  na¬ 
tionals  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Germany) ; 

2.  That  the  net  proceeds  due  or  to  be¬ 
come  due  under  a  contract  of  insurance 
evidenced  by  policy  No.  26686,  issued  by 
the  Lutheran  Mutual  Life  Insurance 
Company,  Waverly,  Iow'a,  to  Maria 
Beck,  and  any  and  all  other  benefits  and 
rights  of  any  kind  or  character  whatso¬ 
ever  under  or  arising  out  of  said  con¬ 
tract  of  insurance  except  those  of  the 
aforesaid  Lutheran  Mutual  Life  Insur¬ 
ance  Company  together  with  the  right 
to  demand,  enforce,  receive  and  collect 
the  same,  is  property  within  the  United 
States  ow'ned  or  controlled  by,  payable 
or  deliverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of  or 
on  account  of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  is 
evidence  of  ownership  or  control  by, 
Maria  Beck  or  Fredrick  Beck,  the  afore¬ 
said  nationals  of  a  designated  enemy 
country  (Germany) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  persons 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  are  not 
within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States 
requires  that  such  persons  be  treated  as 
nationals  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Germany ) . 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national  in¬ 
terest. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  property 
described  above,  to  be  held,  used,  ad¬ 
ministered,  liquidated,  sold  or  otherwise 
dealt  w'ith  in  the  interest  pf  and  for  the 
benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  "national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall  have 
the  meanings  prescribed  in  section  10  of 
Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
January  19,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doq.  51-1640;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

9:03  a.  m.] 


[Vesting  Order  17154] 

Anna  Goessling 

In  re:  Rights  of  Anna  Goessling  under 
Insurance  contract.  File  No.  F-28- 
24536-H-l. 

Under  the  authority. of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended,  Exec- 
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utive  Order  9193.  as  amended,  and  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 

1.  That  Anna  Goessling,  whose  last 
known  address  is  Germany,  is  a  resident 
of  Germany  and  a  national  of  a  desig¬ 
nated  enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

2.  That  the  net  proceeds  due  or  to 
become  due  to  Anna  Goessling  under  a 
contract  of  insurance  evidenced  by  policy 
No.  1  043  558  C,  issued  by  the  Metropoli¬ 
tan  Life  Insurance  Company,  New  York, 
New  York,  to  Anna  Goessling,  and  any 
and  all  other  benefits  and  rights  of  any 
kind  or  character  whatsoever  under  or 
arising  out  of  said  contract  of  insurance 
except  those  of  The  American  Lutheran 
Church,  57  East  Main  Street,  Columbus, 
Ohio,  and  of  the  aforesaid  Metropolitan 
Life  Insurance  Company,  together  with 
the  right  to  demand,  enforce,  receive  and 
collect  the  same, 

is  property  within  the  United  States 
owned  or  controlled  by,  payable  or  de¬ 
liverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of  or  on 
account  of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  is  evi¬ 
dence  of  ownership  or  control  by,  the 
aforesaid  national  of  a  designated  enemy 
country  (Germany) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  person 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  is  not 
within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  LTnited  States 
requires  that  such  person  be  treated  as 
a  national  of  a  designated  enemy  coun¬ 
try  (Germany). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate  con¬ 
sultation  and  certification,  having  been 
made  and  taken,  and,  it  being  deemed 
necessary  in  the  national  interest. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall  have 
the  meanings  prescribed  in  section  10 
of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
January  19,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

|F.  R.  Doc.  51-1642;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

9:03  a.  m.] 


[Vesting  Order  17157) 

Tsuyoshi  Iwamoto  et  al. 

In  re:  Rights  of  Tsuyoshi  Iwamoto 
et  al.  under  insurance  contract.  File 
No.  F-39-6758-H-1. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended.  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to 
law,  after  investigation,  it  is  hereby 
found : 

1.  That  Tsuyoshi  Iwamoto,  whose  last 
known  address  is  Japan,  is  a  resident  of 
Japan  and  a  national  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Japan) ; 


2.  That  the  domiciliary  personal  rep¬ 
resentatives,  heirs,  next  of  kin,  legatees 
and  distributees,  names  unknown,  of 
Tsuyoshi  Iwamoto,  who  there  is  rea¬ 
sonable  cause  to  believe  are  residents  of 
Japan,  are  nationals  of  a  designated  en¬ 
emy  country  (Japan) ; 

3.  That  the  net  proceeds  due  or  to 
become  due  under  a  contract  of  insur¬ 
ance  evidenced  by  policy  No.  646028, 
issued  by  The  Manufacturers  Life  In¬ 
surance  Company,  Toronto,  Canada,  to 
Tsuyoshi  Iwamoto,  and  any  and  all  other 
benefits  and  rights  of  any  kind  or  char¬ 
acter  whatsoever  under  or  arising  out  of 
said  contract  of  insurance  except  those 
of  the  aforesaid  The  Manufacturers  Life 
Insurance  Company  together  with  the 
right  to  demand,  enforce,  receive  and 
collect  the  same  (including  without  lim- 

’itation  the  right  to  proceed  for  collec¬ 
tion  against  branch  offices  and  legal 
reserves  maintained  in  the  United 
States)  is  property  within  the  United 
States  owned  or  controlled  by,  payable 
or  deliverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of  or 
on  account  of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  is 
evidence  of  ownership  or  control  by, 
Tsuyoshi  Iwamoto  or  the  domiciliary 
personal  representatives,  heirs,  next  of 
kin,  legatees  and  distributees,  names  un¬ 
known,  of  Tsuyoshi  Iwamoto,  the  afore¬ 
said  nationals  of  a  designated  enemy 
country  (Japan) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

4.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  person 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  and 
the  domiciliary  personal  representatives, 
heirs,  next  of  kin,  legatees  and  distrib¬ 
utees,  names  unknown,  of  Tsuyoshi  Iwa¬ 
moto,  are  not  within  a  designated  enemy 
country,  the  national  interest  of  the 
United  States  requires  that  such  persons 
be  treated  as  nationals  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Japan). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national 
interest, 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall 
have  the  meanings  prescribed  in  section 
10  of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
January  19,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1643;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

9:03  a.  m.J 


[Vesting  Order  17161] 

Yusaburo  Komatsu  et  al. 

In  re:  Rights  of  Yusaburo  Komatsu 
et  al.,  under  contract  of  insurance.  File 
No.  D-39-6065-H-1. 


Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended.  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 

1.  That  Yusaburo  Komatsu  and 
Shizuyo  Komatsu,  whose  last  known  ad¬ 
dress  is  Japan,  are  residents  of  Japan 
and  nationals  of  a  designated  enemy 
country  (Japan) ; 

2.  That  the  net  proceeds  due  or  to  be¬ 
come  due  under  a  contract  of  insurance 
evidenced  by  Policy  No.  15229205  issued 
by  the  New  York  Life  Insurance  Com¬ 
pany,  New  York,  New  York,  to  Yusaburo 
Komatsu,  and  any  and  all  other  bene¬ 
fits  and  rights  of  any  kind  or  character 
whatsoever  under  or  arising  out  of  said 
contract  of  insurance  except  those  of 
the  aforesaid  New  York  Life  Insurance 
Company,  together  with  the  right  to  de¬ 
mand,  enforce,  receive  and  collect  the 
same,  is  property  within  the  United 
States  owned  or  controlled  by,  payable  or 
deliverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of  or  on 
account  of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  is  evi¬ 
dence  of  ownership  or  control  by  Yusa¬ 
buro  Komatsu  or  Shizuyo  Komatsu,  the 
aforesaid  nationals  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Japan);  A 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  persons 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  are 
not  within  a  designated  enemy  country, 
the  national  interest  of  the  United  States 
requires  that  such  persons  be  treated  as 
nationals  of  a  designated  enemy  coun¬ 
try  (Japan). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national  in¬ 
terest. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall 
have  the  meanings  prescribed  in  section 
10  of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
January  19,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1645;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 
9:03  a.  m.J 


[Vesting  Order  17160) 

Fritz  Kaselitz  et  al. 

In  re:  Rights  of  Fritz  Kaselitz  et  al., 
under  contract  of  insurance.  File  No. 
F-28-1753-H-1. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended,  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 

1.  That  Fritz  Kaselitz,  whose  last 
known  address  is  Germany,  is  a  resi- 
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(Vesting  Order  171721 
Mojiro  and  Matsuno  Ono 

In  re:  Rights  of  Mojiro  Ono  and 
Matsuno  Ono  under  contract  of  insur¬ 
ance.  File  No.  D-39-9701-H-1. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended. 
Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to 
law,  after  investigation,  it  is  hereby 
found : 

1.  That  Mojiro  Ono  and  Matsuno  Ono, 
whose  last  known  address  is  Japan,  are 
residents  of  Japan  and  nationals  of  a 
designated  enemy  country  (Japan) ; 

2.  That  the  net  proceeds  due  or  to  be¬ 
come  due  under  a  contract  of  insurance 
evidenced  by  Policy  No.  52387  issued  by 
the  Standard  Insurance  Company,  Port-  .» 
land,  Oregon,  to  Mojiro  Ono,  and  any 
and  all  other  benefits  and  rights  of  any 
kind  or  character  whatsoever  under  or 
arising  out  of  said  contract  of  insurance 
except  those  of  the  aforesaid  Standard 
Insurance  Company  together  with  the 
right  to  demand,  enforce,  receive  and 
collect  the  same  is  property  within  the 
United  States  owned  or  controlled  by, 
payable  or  deliverable  to,  held  on  behalf 
of,  or  on  account  of,  or  owing  to,  or 
which  is  evidence  of  ownership  or  con¬ 
trol  by  Mojiro  Ono  or  Matsuno  Ono,  the 
aforesaid  nationals  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Japan); 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  persons 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  are  not 
within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States 
requires  that  such  persons  be  treated  as 
nationals  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Japan) . 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate  con¬ 
sultation  and  certification,  having  been 
made  and  taken,  and,  it  being  deemed 
necessary  in  the  national  interest. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall 
have  the  meanings  prescribed  in  section 
10  of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
January  19,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1647;  Filed,  Jan.  31.  1951; 

9:04  a.  m.] 


utive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 

1.  That  Alfred  Longardt  and  Martha 
Longardt,  whqse  last  known  address  is 
Germany,  are  residents  of  Germany  and 
nationals  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Germany) ; 

2.  That  the  children,  names  unknown, 
of  Alfred  Longardt,  who  there  is  reason¬ 
able  cause  to  believe  are  residents  of 
Germany,  are  nationals  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

3.  That  the  net  proceeds  due  or  to  be¬ 
come  due  under  a  contract  of  insurance 
evidenced  by  Policy  No.  7  600  640,  issued 
by  The  Equitable  Life  Assurance  Society 
of  the  United  States,  New  York.  New 
York,  to  Alfred  Longardt,  and  any  and 
all  other  benefits  and  rights  of  any  kind 
or  character  whatsoever  under  or  aris¬ 
ing  out  of  said  contract  of  insurance 
except  those  of  the  aforesaid  The  Equita¬ 
ble  Life  Assurance  Society  of  the  United 
States  together  with  the  right  to  demand, 
enforce,  receive  and  collect  the  same  is 
property  within  the  United  States  owned 
or  controlled  by,  payable  or  deliverable 
to,  held  on  behalf  of,  or  on  account  of, 
or  owing  to,  or  which  is  evidence  of  own¬ 
ership  or  control  by  Alfred  Longardt  or 
Martha  Longardt  or  the  children,  names 
unknown,  of  Alfred  Longardt,  the  afore¬ 
said  nationals  of  a  designated  enemy 
country  (Germany) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

4.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  persons 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  and  the 
children,  names  unknown,  of  Alfred 
Longardt,  are  not  within  a  designated 
enemy  country,  the  national  interest  of 
the  United  States  requires  that  such  per¬ 
sons  be  treated  as  nationals  of  a  desig¬ 
nated  enemy  country  (Germany). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate  con¬ 
sultation  and  certification,  having  been 
made  and  taken,  and,  it  being  deemed 
necessary  in  the  national  interest. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall  have 
the  meanings  prescribed  in  section  10  of 
Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
January  19,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

|F.  R.  Doc.  51-1646;  Filed,  Jan.  31.  1951: 

9:04  a.  m.] 


dent  of  Germany  and  a  national  of  a  des¬ 
ignated  enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

2.  That  the  domiciliary  personal  rep¬ 
resentatives,  executors,  administrators, 
heirs,  next  of  kin,  legatees  and  distribu¬ 
tees,  names  unknown,  of  Fritz  Kaselitz 
and  the  widow,  children,  parents,  broth¬ 
ers  and  sisters,  names  unknown,  of  Fritz 
Kaselitz,  who  there  is  reasonable  cause 
to  believe  are  residents  of  Germany  are 
nationals  of  a  designated  enemy  coun¬ 
try  (Germany); 

3.  That  the  net  proceeds  due  or  to  be¬ 
come  due  under  a  contract  of  insurance 
evidenced  by  Group  Annuity  Certificate 
No.  1573  issued  to  Fritz  Kaselitz  pursu¬ 
ant  to  Group  Annuity  Contracts  AC  239 
Gf  the  Equitable  Life  Assurance  Society  of 
the  United  States  and  GA  148  of  the 
Prudential  Insurance  Company  of  Amer¬ 
ica  with  the  Standard  Oil  Company  of 
New  Jersey,  and  any  and  all  other  bene¬ 
fits  and  rights  of  any  kind  or  character 
whatsoever  under  or  arising  out  of  said 
contract  of  insurance  except  those  of  the 
aforesaid  The  Equitable  Life  Assurance 
Society  of  the  United  States  and  the 
Prudential  Insurance  Company  of  Amer¬ 
ica  together  with  the  right  to  demand, 
enforce,  reoeive  and  collect  the  same 

is  property  within  the  United  States 
owned  or  controlled  by.  payable  or  de¬ 
liverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of,  or  on 
account  of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  is  evi¬ 
dence  of  ownership  or  control  by  the 
aforesaid  nationals  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Germany); 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

4.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  person 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  and 
the  domiciliary  personal  representatives, 
executors,  administrators,  heirs,  next  of 
kin,  legatees  and  distributees,  names  un¬ 
known,  of  Fritz  Kaselitz  and  the  widow, 
children,  parents,  brothers  and  sisters, 
names  unknown,  of  Fritz  Kaselitz,  are 
not  within  a  designated  enemy  country, 
the  national  interest  of  the  United  States 
requires  that  such  persons  be  treated  as 
nationals  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Germany). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national  in¬ 
terest. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold,  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall 
have  the  meanings  prescribed  in  section 
10  of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
January  19,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

|F.  R.  Doc.  51-1644;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

®  03  a.  m.J 


[Vesting  Order  17165] 

Alfred  Longardt  et  al. 

In  re:  Rights  of  Alfred  Longardt  et  al., 
under  an  insurance  contract.  File  No. 
F-28-30592-H-1. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended,  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Exec¬ 


(Vesting  Order  17173] 

J  uni  cm  Oda  et  al. 

In  re:  Rights  of  Junichi  Oda  et  al. 
under  contract  of  insurance.  File  No. 
D-39-10163-H-1. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended,  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Exec- 
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utive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 

1.  That  Junichi  Oda  and  Ayako  Oda, 
whose  last  known  address  is  Japan,  are 
residents  of  Japan  and  nationals  of  a 
designated  enemy  country  (Japan) ; 

2.  That  the  net  proceeds  due  or  to  be¬ 
come  due  under  a  contract  of  insurance 
evidenced  by  Policy  No.  15182599,  issued 
by  the  New  York  Life  Insurance  Com¬ 
pany,  New  York,  New  York,  to  Junichi 
Oda,  and  any  and  all  other  benefits  and 
rights  of  any  kind  or  character  whatso¬ 
ever  under  or  arising  out  of  said  con¬ 
tract  of  insurance  except  those  of  the 
aforesaid  New  York  Life  Insurance  Com¬ 
pany  together  with  the  right  to  demand, 
enforce,  receive  and  collect  the  same  is 
property  within  the  United  States  owned 
or  controlled  by,  payable  or  deliverable 
to,  held  on  behalf  of,  or  on  account  of, 
or  owing  to,  or  which  is  evidence  of  own¬ 
ership  or  control  by  Junichi  Oda  or 
Ayako  Oda,  the  aforesaid  nationals  of 
a  designated  enemy  country  (Japan) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  persons 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  are  not 
within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States 
requires  that  such  persons  be  treated  as 
nationals  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Japan). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate  con¬ 
sultation  and  certification,  having  been 
made  and  taken,  and,  it  being  deemed 
necessary  in  the  national  interest, 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall  have 
the  meanings  prescribed  in  section  10  of 
Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
January  19,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  51-1648;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

9:04  a.  m.] 


[Vesting  Order  17176] 

Carl  (Karl)  Scheible  et  al. 

In  re:  Rights  of  Carl  (Karl)  Scheible 
et  al.,  under  an  insurance  contract.  File 
No.  F-28-30416-H-1. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended,  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 

1.  That  Carl  (Karl)  Scheible,  whose 
last  known  address  is  Germany,  is  a  res¬ 
ident  of  Germany  and  a  national  of  a 
designated  enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

2.  That  the  domiciliary  personal  rep¬ 
resentatives,  heirs,  next  of  kin,  legatees 
and  distributees,  names  unknown,  of 
Carl  (Karl)  Scheible,  who  there  is  rea¬ 
sonable  cause  to  believe  are  residents 

No.  22 - 8 


of  Germany,  are  nationals  of  a  desig¬ 
nated  enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

3.  That  the  net  proceeds  due  or  to  be¬ 
come  due  under  a  contract  of  insurance 
evidenced  by  Policy  No.  9  966  282  issued 
by  the  New  York  Life  Insurance  Com¬ 
pany,  New  York,  New  York,  to  Carl 
(Karl)  Scheible,  and  any  and  all  other 
benefits  and  rights  of  any  kind  or  char¬ 
acter  whatsoever  under  or  arising  out 
of  said  contract  of  insurance  except 
those  of  the  aforesaid  New  York  Life 
Insurance  Company  together  with  the 
right  to  demand,  enforce,  receive  and 
collect  the  same  is  property  within  the 
United  States  owned  or  controlled  by, 
payable  or  deliverable  to,  held  on  behalf 
of,  or  on  account  of,  or  owing  to,  or 
which  is  evidence  of  ownership  or  con¬ 
trol  by  Carl  (Karl)  Scheible  or  the 
domiciliary  personal  representatives, 
heirs,  next  of  kin,  legatees  and  distrib¬ 
utees,  names  unknown,  of  Carl  (Karl) 
Scheible,  the  aforesaid  nationals  of  a 
designated  enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

4.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  person 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  and  the 
domiciliary  personal  representatives, 
heirs,  next  of  kin,  legatees  and  distrib¬ 
utees,  names  unknown,  of  Carl  (Karl) 
Scheible,  are  not  within  a  designated 
enemy  country,  the  national  interest  of 
the  United  States  requires  that  such  per¬ 
sons  be  treated  as  nationals  of  a  desig¬ 
nated  enemy  country  (Germany). 

All  determinations  and  all  action 
required  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national 
interest, 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall  have 
the  meanings  prescribed  in  section  10 
of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
January  19,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1649;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

9:04  a.  m.] 


[Vesting  Order  17178] 

Adolf  Stapff  et  al. 

In  re:  Rights  of  Adolf  Stapff  et  al., 
under  insurance  contract.  File  No.  F- 
28-2879-H-l. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended,  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 

1.  That  Adolf  Stapff  and  Lissy  Stapff, 
who  on  or  since  the  effective  date  of 
Executive  Order  8389,  as  amended,  and 
on  or  since  December  11, 1941,  have  been 


residents  of  Germany,  are  nationals  of  a 
designated  enemy  country  (Germany); 

2.  That  the  net  proceeds  due  or  to  be¬ 
come  due  under  a  contract  of  insurance 
evidenced  by  policy  No.  1007977,  issued 
by  the  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  In¬ 
surance  Company,  Boston,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  to  Adolf  Stapff,  and  any  and  all 
other  benefits  and  rights  of  any  kind 
or  character  whatsoever  under  or  arising 
out  of  said  contract  of  insurance  except 
those  of  the  aforesaid  John  Hancock 
Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  to¬ 
gether  with  the  right  to  demand,  enforce, 
receive  and  collect  the  same  is  property 
within  the  United  States  owned  or  con¬ 
trolled  by,  payable  or  deliverable  to,  held 
on  behalf  of  or  on  account  of,  or  owing 
to,  or  which  is  evidence  of  ownership 
or  control  by  Adolf  Stapff  or  Lissy  Stapff, 
the  aforesaid  nationals  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined : 

3.  That  the  national  interest  of  the 
United  States  requires  that  the  said 
Adolf  Stapff  and  Lissy  Stapff  be  treated 
as  nationals  of  a  designated  enemy  coun¬ 
try  (Germany). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national  inter¬ 
est, 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and 
for  the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall  have 
the  meanings  prescribed  in  section  10 
of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
January  19,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Bayntcn, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1650;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

9:04  a.  m.] 


[Vesting  Order  17181] 

Charlotte  Tama  et  al. 

In  re:  Rights  of  Charlotte  Tama^t  al., 
under  insurance  contracts.  File  Nos. 
F-63-10015-H-1,  H-2,  H-3,  H-4. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended,  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law', 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 

1.  That  Charlotte  Tama,  whose  last 
known  address  is  Germany,  is  a  resi¬ 
dent  of  Germany  and  a  national  of  a 
designated  enemy  country  (Germany); 

2.  That  the  domiciliary  personal  rep¬ 
resentatives,  heirs,  next  of  kin,  legatees 
and  distributees,  names  unknown,  of 
Charlotte  Tama,  who  there  is  reasonable 
cause  to  believe  are  residents  of  Ger¬ 
many,  are  nationals  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

3.  That  the  net  proceeds  due  or  to 
become  due  under  contracts  of  insur-^ 
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ance  evidenced  by  policies  numbered 
1543070,  1543071,  1543072  and  1899581, 
issued  by  the  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life 
Insurance  Company,  Boston,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  to  Manuel  Tama,  and  any  and  all 
other  benefits  and  rights  of  any  kind 
or  character  whatsoever  under  or  arising 
out  of  said  contract  of  insurance  except 
those  of  the  aforesaid  John  Hancock 
Mutual  Life  Insurance  <?cmpany,  to¬ 
gether  with  the  right  to  demand,  enforce, 
receive  and  collect  the  same,  is  property 
within  the  United  States  owned  or  con¬ 
trolled  by,  payable  or  deliverable  to,  held 
on  behalf  of  or  on  account  of,  or  owing 
to,  cr  which  is  evidence  of  ownership  or 
control  by  Charlotte  Tama  or  the  domi¬ 
ciliary  personal  representatives,  heirs, 
next  of  kin,  legatees  and  distributees, 
nsmes  unknown,  of  Charlotte  Tama,  the 
aforesaid  nationals  of  a  designated  en¬ 
emy  country  (Germany); 

and  it  is  hereby  determined; 

4.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  person 
nam-’d  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  and 
the  domiciliary  personal  representatives, 
heirs,  next  of  kin,  legatees  and  distribu¬ 
tees,  names  unknown,  of  Charlotte 
Tama,  are  not  within  a  designated  en¬ 
emy  country,  the  national  interest  of  the 
United  States  requires  that  such  persons 
be  treated  as  nationals  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Germany). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate  con¬ 
sultation  and  certification,  having  been 
made  and  taken,  and,  it  being  deemed 
necessary  in  the  national  interest. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used,  ad¬ 
ministered,  liquidated,  sold  or  otherwise 
dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for  the 
benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall 
have  the  meanings  prescribed  in  section 
10  of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
January  19,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

IsealI  Harold  I.  Baynton. 

Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

|  F.  R.  Doc.  51-1651:  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1S51; 

9:04  a.  m.J 


[Vesting  Order  17182] 

Charlotte  Tama 

In  re;  Rights  of  Charlotte  Tama  under 
insurance  contracts.  File  No.  F-63- 
10015-H-5. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended,  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 

1.  That  Charlotte  Tama,  whose  last 
known  address  is  Germany,  is  a  resident 
of  Germany  and  a  national  of  a  desig¬ 
nated  enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

2.  That  the  domiciliary  personal  rep¬ 
resentatives,  heirs,  next  of  kin,  legatees 
and  distributees,  names  unknown,  of 
Charlotte  Tama,  who  there  is  reasonable 
cause  to  believe  are  residents  of  Ger¬ 


many,  are  nationals  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Germany); 

3.  That  the  net  proceeds  due  or  to  be¬ 
come  due  under  contracts  of  insurance 
evidenced  by  policies  numbered  3154451 
and  3155515  issued  by  The  Mutual  Life 
Insurance  Company  of  New  York,  New 
York,  New  York,  to  Manuel  Tama,  and 
any  and  all  other  benefits  and  rights  of 
any  kind  or  character  whatsoever  under 
or  arising  out  of  said  contracts  of  insur¬ 
ance  except  those  of  the  aforesaid  The 
Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  of  New 
York,  together  with  the  right  to  demand, 
enforce,  receive  and  collect  the  same  is 
property  within  the  United  States  owned 
or  controlled  by.  payable  or  deliverable  to, 
held  on  behalf  of  or  on  account  of,  or 
owing  to,  or  which  is  evidence  of  owner¬ 
ship  or  control  by  Charlotte  Tama  or  the 
domiciliary  personal  representatives, 
heirs,  next  of  kin,  legatees  and  dis¬ 
tributees,  names  unknown,  of  Charlotte 
Tama,  the  aforesaid  nationals  of  a  desig¬ 
nated  enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined; 

4.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  person 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  and 
the  domiciliary  personal  representatives, 
heirs,  next  of  km,  legatees,  and  distribu¬ 
tees,  names  unknown,  of  Charlotte  Tama, 
are  not  within  a  designated  enemy 
country,  the  national  interest  of  the 
United  States  requires  that  such  persons 
be  treated  as  nationals  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Germany). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national  inter¬ 
est, 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national'’  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall 
have  the  meanings  prescribed  in  section 
10  of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
January  19,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Bayntcn, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

|F.  R.  Doc.  51-1652;  Filed.  Jan.  31,  1951; 

9:05  a.  m.] 


of  Germany  and  a  national  of  a  desig¬ 
nated  enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

2.  That  the  net  proceeds  due  or  to  be¬ 
come  due  to  Aline  Wolff-Koch  under  con¬ 
tracts  of  insurance  evidenced  by  Policies 
No.  900930  B  and  No.  3184211  B.  issued 
by  the  Metropolitan  Life  Insurance  Com¬ 
pany,  New  York,  New  v'ork,  to  Aline 
Wolff-Koch,  and  any  and  all  other  bene¬ 
fits  and  rights  of  any  kind  or  character 
whatsoever  under  or  arising  out  of  said 
contracts  of  insurance  except  those  of 
Elsie  Wolff  a  resident  of  the  United 
States,  and  of  the  aforesaid  Metropolitan 
Life  Insurance  Company  together  with 
the  right  to  demand,  enforce,  receive  and 
collect  the  same, 

is  property  within  the  United  States 
owned  or  controlled  by,  payable  or  de¬ 
liverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of  or  on  ac¬ 
count  of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  is 
evidence  of  ownership  or  control  by,  the 
aforesaid  national  of  a  designated  enemy 
country  (Germany) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  per¬ 
son  named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  is 
not  within  a  designated  enemy  country, 
the  national  interest  of  the  United  States 
requires  that  such  person  be  treated  as 
a  national  of  a  designated  enemy  coun¬ 
try  (Germany). 

All  determinations  and  all  action 
required  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national 
interest. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United^  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and 
for  the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall 
have  the  meanings  prescribed  in  section 
10  of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
January  19,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  51-1653;  Filed,  Jan.  31,  1951; 

9:C5  a.  m.] 


[Vesting  Order  17188] 

Fred  Kazuo  and  Hanjiro  Yamashita 


| Vesting  Order  17187] 

Aline  Wolff-Koch 

In  re:  Rights  of  Aline  Wolff-Koch 
under  certain  contracts  of  insurance. 
Files  Nos.  F-28-29277-H-1  and  H-2. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended.  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to 
law,  after  investigation,  it  is  hereby 
found: 

1.  That  Aline  Wolff-Koch,  whose  last 
known  address  is  Germany  is  a  resident 


In  re:  Rights  of  Fred  Kazuo  Yama¬ 
shita  and  Hanjiro  Yamashita  under  an 
insurance  contract.  File  No.  F-39-4923- 
H—l. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended.  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9193.  as  amended,  and  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 

1.  That  Fred  Kazuo  Yamashita  and 
Hanjiro  Yamashita,  whose  last  known 
address  is  Japan,  are  residents  of  Japan 
and  nationals  of  a  designated  enemy 
country  (Japan) ; 

2.  That  the  net  proceeds  due  or  to  be¬ 
come  due  under  a  contract  of  insurance 
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evidenced  by  Policy  No.  1,294,864  issued 
by  the  Sun  Life  Assurance  Company  of 
Canada,  Montreal,  Quebec,  Canada,  to 
Fred  Kazuo  Yamashita,  and  any  and  all 
other  benefits  and  rights  of  any  kind  or 
chafacter  whatsoever  under  or  arising 
out  of  said  contract  of  insurance  except 
those  of  the  aforesaid  Sun  Life  Assur¬ 
ance  Company  of  Canada  together  with 
the  right  to  demand,  enforce,  receive 
and  collect  the  same  including  without 
limitation  the  right  to  proceed  for  col¬ 
lection  against  branch  offices  and  legal 
reserves  maintained  in  the  United 
States,  is  property  within  the  United 
States  owned  or  controlled  by,  payable 
or  deliverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of,  or  on 
account  of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  is  evi¬ 
dence  of  ownership  or  control  by  Fred 


Kazuo  Yamashita  or  Hanjiro  Yamashita, 
the  aforesaid  nationals  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Japan) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  persons 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  are  not 
within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States  re¬ 
quires  that  such  persons  be  treated  as 
nationals  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Japan). 

All  determinations  and  .all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national 
interest. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 


erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall 
have  the  meanings  prescribed  in  section 
10  of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
January  19,  1951. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  51-1654;  Filed,  Jan.  31.  1351; 

9:05  a.  m.J 


